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He that hath Ears to hear, let him hear. 


Utere tuo Ingenio. 
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ſeem, or Clue; but the Labyrinth, in which the ableſt, 
and moſt obſervant, quickly loſe. themſelves. 
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Alſo 2 Modeſt Exquizy touching the | 
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tertained Doubts and Scruples, 
nl touching a particular Doctrine, 
which hath cauſed much Diſ- 
| ute in many Ages, and hath 
been in —— Manner litigated by 4- 
rians, Hocinians, Sabellians, and ungodly. 
Men, and by ſuch alſo as are called Deiſt, 
in a bad Senſe, (tho? I do not apprehend that 
the Word it ſelf is any more capable of a 
bad Senſe, than Atheiſt is of a good one; ) 
and with Deſign too by ſome, it may be, 
and as is repreſented by all, to under- 
mine all Religion; (a baſe Deſign indeed, if 

true, and the Thoughts whereof I hate and 
abhor:) And having occaſionally conſult- 
ted ſeveral Divines of leſſer Rank, and 
having put my own Thoughts together, 
differing very conſiderably from all and 


1 every 


PREFACE. | 
every the Sets abovementioned, (and in | 
Appearance by adhering to Scripture- | 
Phraſes) even from thoſe that are called 
Orthodox, and whom I own to be fo in 
other Points, as having been born and 
bred among them an unworthy Member 
of the Church of England, with whom I 
yet hold Communion, making ſome Pau- 
les, nevertheleſs upon Occaſion of my _ | 
{aid . Doubts and Scruples; and being | 
moſt willing and defirous to be ſet right, 
I publiſhed my ſaid Thoughts, ſuch as 
they were, and now allo publiſhed at the 
End of theſe Letters, but may be firſt 
peruſed, if the Reader ſo pleaſes: And af- 
terwards hearing of Dr. Waterland's De- 
fence of his Queries, and of his Eigbt 
Sermons lately preached at St. Paule, I 
thought of nothing lefs than Conviction 
thereby; and accordingly read them over 
very carefully, and with Application of 
Mind : But not being thereby perſwaded, 
my particular Doubts and Scruples not 
being thereby anſwered, I refolved to un- 
boſom my ſelf to him, as to a learned Di- 
vine of the Church of England, who ſeem- 
ed, in a more particular Manner, to have 
applied his Study this Way; and there- 
fore I did reaſonably ſuppoſe, that he 
would be charitably inclined ro ſet me 
right, being encouraged thereunto by | 
what the DoQor fays, ſpeaking 18 his 
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Opponents, S. 8. p. 333 --4. © Had they 
« been contented modeſtly to propoſe 


s their Doubts with their Reaſons - - - -- 


--==------ © Jeaying impartial Men af- 
« ter a fair and full Hearing (of the Rea- 
© ſons on both Sides) fo judge which 


, „ ſhould out-weigh;' I fay, had they took 


* this reaſonable and ingenuous Method, 
« like modeſt Enquirers after Truth, I 
« know not whether any fair and candid 
« Man would have condemned them, or 
« not have commended them for it.? And 
accordingly I wrote to him 6* Juni, x 720. 
and then ſtated my faid Doubts and Que- 
ries, and my Reaſons for them: And he 
was pleaſed after two Months Confidera+ 
tion, and after a ſecond Letter. ſent 

me, to acknowledge the Receipt of both, 
and to undertake the Cure; and at a per- 
ſonal Conference in Jeprember laft, he 
choſe to do it, by an Epiſtolary Correſ- 
pondence, and juſt at parting faid, he 
hoped I would ot print his Letters, his 
Adverſary, againſt whom he wrote be- 


fore, having, as he alledged, printed his 


Queries without his Leave. © I anſwered 
* that I had no ſuch-Intentions.” And 
after this, ſeveral very civil Letters paſſed 
between us. I tack that Epithet to my 
own as well as his, becauſe I have both 
his Acknowledgment and Thanks, for my 
very civil Manner of writing to him; — 
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withal, that it was with an Air of ſtrict 
Sincerity; ſo he was pleaſed to expreſs 
himſelf. I ſhall be as good as my Word, 


and I have not as yet communicated his 


Letters to any Perſon whatſoever: But L 


apprehend that: I may, notwithſtanding 
what paſſed thus between us, © publiſh 


„ what I wrote my ſelf; ” and that with- 


4 Pref. to 
his Ser- 


out Breach of Promiſe, I may fairly ſay, 
that he hath not anſwered one Doubt or 
Scruple put by me; I mean by not an- 
{wered, © that he hath ſaid nothing by 
„ way of Anſwer.” He hath overlooked 
them all, /aving that he hath made O06 


jectious to my Way of reading or conſtru- 


ing the two or three firſt Verſes of St. 
John's Goſpel. And I yield him to be 
a better Grammarian than I am; but yet 
he was not pleaſed to anſwer the Reaſons, 
which I offered, to ſupport. a Deviation 
herein from the commoa Conſtruction. 
And upon ſecond Thoughts © I have al- 
* ſo ſhewed that in the common Way of 
« Conſtruction, it comes at laſt to the 
« ſame Senſe, which J offered before; and 
& which, as to the Truth of it, is the 
« Senſe of all Mankind.“ But as to the 
particular Doubts and Queries by me put, 
I do aver he hath taken no Notice at all 
of them, other than by ſuch Objections as 
aforeſaid, it being + much eaſter he ſays, 


mow, p. g. to puzzle and perplex, than to ſet Things 
in 
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in a clear Light. But left he ſhould be | 


miſunderſtood, and the Diſpute, ſo he now 
calls it, go mes ＋ not only fruitleſs, but 


A endleſs; therefore this mine ele& Phyſi- 
cian of Souls hath repented, I think, of 
his good and charitable Reſolutions and 


Intentions: But it is odd too, to fay or 
think, that a learned Doctor ſhould re- 


2 peat of Piety and Charity; yet what can 
I think? It would be Vanity and Pre- 
ſumption to think that he is convinced: 


Or, if he be convinced, how can J ſup- 
poſe that even his publick Aſſertions can 


L be ſo baneful as to prevent his Confeſſion, 
X whoſe declared“ Principles are, That ? Pref. te 


to gain a Truth, on which ever Side 


= © it appears, is always Victory to eve 
* honeſt Mind? ?? — I bold with Ms, 
and apploud his Principles: Yet, on the 
other 

can I ſuppoſe that a ſincere and ingenious 


and, if he be not convinced, how 


Man, ſuch as he is, having undertaken, 


f would not give a plain and ready Anſwer 
to ſuch plain and ſhort Queſtions as 
theſe? © Hath God Almighty command- 
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ed us thus to worſhip? Shew the Com- 
mandment. Are thoſe Words in the 
1 Cor. viii. 6. equally oppoſed to God 
and Chriſt, or only reſpectiveſy oppoſed 
to each of them? Is the Aſſertion of 


S RON 


4 Your Sermons true, or is our Saviour”s 


Aſſertion ſa? Mar. xiii. 32. And are 


not 


his Def. 
p. 2. 
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< not theſe two Aſſertions contrary the 
one to the other, and ſo cannot both be 
true? or the Queſtion which I put up- 
& on his Conſtruction of John iv. 24. Sc. 
How this Matter therefore ſtands with 
him, I know not; but yet I know that 
in Fact he hath not anſwered them, 
and hath broke off the Correſpondence, 
and conſigned his Patient over to the 


Day of Judgment: But I being ſtill e- 


| 
a 


tremely deſirous of being better informed, 
| 


if it may be, before that Day comes, and 


having already, without - Succeſs, uſed 


that Method with Dr. Materlaud, & which 


a Pref. “ himſelf lays down * as the moſt pru- 
eue dent and conſiderate Method of inform- 


t., p. 3. 


ing a Man's felf;” I zow humbly 
crave Aid of any other pious and good 
Man, that will be ſo charitably inclined 
as to inſtruct me herein. But let it be 
done, I pray, © in plain and good Senſe, 
& and in the free, and clear, and open Way 


« of ſpeaking, heretofore ſo much uſed by, | 
and admired in the unlearned Apoſtles ' 
« at their firſt preaching of the Goſpel,” 3 


Acts iv. 13, 29, 31. And this I do the 
more, and the rather inſiſt upon, becauſe 
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he I; — 


ik this Point be not extricated of all its 


“ Perplexities and Doubtfulneſs, it will 


* yet be Idolatry, according to Biſhop 


* Pearſon, in him that doubts.” This 
therefore if he does, I ſhall be as ready 


and 


PRE FALSE 

and as thankful to ſubſcribe to him, be- 
ing convinced, as the doubting Apoſtle 
was to believe the Reſurrection, © who 
<« yet ſo doubted of it, as not to halt be- 
« tween two Opinions, but as reſolutely 
& bent not to believe, till he was convin- 
« ced; not to ſay that he did believe it, 
ce till he was inwardly convinced, and did 
really believe it.” Or if he be of the 


Opinion that J at preſent incline to, and 


dare ſay that his Soul is his own, and is 
well ailured, that none but God alone can 
reward or puniſh that Soul of his, and 
hath no * Eccleſiaſtical Preferments to by- 
als him; or hath Courage enough, not- 
withſtanding, for the Sake of God and 
Truth, to be of the Number of thoſe, 
whoſe Praiſe is not of Men, but of God, 
Rom. il. 29. Let him, with the fame 
* wapinoia be an Advocate for the Father, 
let him ſhew plainly of the "Father, 
«& 7ohn xvi. 25. the one Eternal God:“ 
To whom if we do, as I humbly con- 
ceive we ought, both now, and at all Times 


I | bereafter , offer up our (4) Prayers and (4 Jobn. 


(5) Praiſes in the Name of the Holy 


B . One (+) Heb. 


ud. P 
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* Veruntamen & ex Principib. multi crediderunt in eum, 
{ed propter Phariſæos non confitebantur, ut e Synagoga non 
&jicerentur, — enim Gloriam hominum magis quam 
Gloriam Dei. Fohn xii. 42, 43. They had rather that thiem- 
ſelves be Dignified, than that God be G lorified. 
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PREFACE. 


One of God, even our Lord and Saviour 


(a)r john Jeſus Chriſt, he will be our (aYAdvocate 


11. 1. 


(6) Eph. i. 
6,7. 


(c) Rom. 
viii. 17. 


(d) 2 Cor. 


W. 197. 
(e) Matt. 
Xilt. 43. 
(/) Eph. 
„ 


O Eph, 


iii. 20. 


with the Father, and our Prayers and 
Praiſes will be (6) accepted in the Belo- 
ved; and we ſhall have Redemption 
through his Blood, even the Remiſſion 
of our Sins; and ſhall become (c) Heirs 
of God, and Joint-Heirs with Chriſt, 
and be made Partakers with him of an 
(4) Eternal Weight of Glory, hereafter 
in the (e) Kingdom of hs and our (f) God 
and Father, (g) above what we are able 


either to ask or think. Which God of 4 


his infinite Mercy grant, through the ſame 
Jeſus Chriſt our Lord. Amen. 

Having thus concluded my Preface in 
Fanuary laſt, and my Letters being tran- 
icribed, and pointed for the Preſs ; yet 
I conſidered that the then printing of 
them might be unſeaſonable, till the tem- 
peſtuous Commotions of the South Sea 
were in ſome meaſure aſſwaged, and the 
Minds of Men thereby more at Liberty ; 
and accordingly I ſuſpended the Publi- 


cation; and during this Suſpenſion, a 
Friend of mine put into my Hand the 
Reverend Mr. Stephen Nye's Explication | 


of the Articles of the Divine Unity, Tri- 


nity, and Incarnation, Gc. as a Book re- 
terred to by Dr. Waterlagd, which I had | 


overlooked; his Star of Reference being 


pompous 


1 
* 
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only, as it {ſeemed to me, to uſher in a 


cd . Si mw 0 7 


PREFACE, 


pompous Phraſe, which took his Fancy, 
The grand Palace of the World. I have 


ſince peruſed this molt excellent Book, 


and andther wrote by the ſame Hand, 
entitled, The Doctrine of the Trinity, and 


Manner of our Savwur's Divinity, &c. 
and a moſt valuable Author indeed he is, 


and might have been quoted upon more 


important Occaſions ; for he ſeems to have 
read and conſidered all that was wrote 
before him, without confounding him- 
ſelf in ſo great a Labyrinth, but forming 
a Judgment hereupon by Tlunking; which, 
tho? it be the true End of Reading, 1s yet 
little regarded by many great Readers. 
And I plainly underſtand what this Gen- 
tleman ſays, That the Trinity in God is In- 
tellectus, ſuinotitia, ſur Amor, the Mind 
of God, knowing himſelf, and loving him- 


elf: That this Trinity is Philoſophical, 


not Scriptural, other than is hereafter 
mentioned: That theſe Three are Di- 
ſtinctions and Perſonalities ; and being ſe- 
verally joined with the Eflencei or Being 


of God, are called Three Perſons; not in 


the vulgar Senſe of the Word, but in an 


j appropriate Senſe, now peculiarly Theo- 


logical ; but yet what was the original, 
and {till is the well-known Senſe of the 
Word among the Learned. And I collect 
from him, that this Trinity was not re- 
yealed to the Fews by Chriſt and his 

B 2 Apoſtles, 
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Apoſtles, becauſe he teaches, that in Scrip- 
ture the Word Father commonly ſignifies 
the Father of all Things, and 1s equiva- 
lent to the Word God; the Word Sor de- 
notes our Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, conſidered 
as ſupernaturally ron by the only 
Power of God ; and that by the Holy 
Spirit is meant divine Inſpiration, &c. 
and that thus they ſignity in the Form 
of Baptiſm, and in St. Paul's Bleſſing, 
and in the Apoſtles Creed; and that the 
ableſt, critical, orthodox Interpreters ſo 
underſtand it : And that by Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt, therein reſpectively nam'd, 
js ut meant the Trinity intended by the 
Catholick Church, © when ſhe ſays there 
e are three Divine Perſons in God:“ For 
that zhereby ſhe intends only the Philoſo- 
phical Trinity above mentioned; and i 
which this learned Divine calls the Tri- 


nity of St. John and St. Paul, but more 


elpecially of St. John, in reſpect of ſome | 
i-attered Sayings in his Epiſtles, and | 
chiefly in his Prologue to his Goſpel, ix 
which he wrote about the Cloſe of the 


firſt Century, after the Rejection of the © 


Jews, and the Deſtruction of Feru/alem, i 
Theſe twoApoltles being very learned, the 
one of them bred a Scholar, and the 
other having atrained it after the Reſur- | 
rection; for he was then, and at rhe firſt | 
preaching of the Goſpel, u#/earned: And 

| they 7 
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they, in reſpe& of the Diſputes among 
s che Learned, the P/atoniſts, the Storths, 
and the Jew:/b Philoſophers, and their 
Notions and Diſtinctions being imbibed 
lſo by many learned Chriſtians, and tend- 
Ing to the Corruption of the Chriſtian 
Fimplicity of Faith, even of their grand 
A ticle of the Unity of God; and there- 
11 ore, to ſet them right, have wrote what 

Say poſſibly, by Conſtruction, amount to 
Fo this Trinity: © But that until St, 
HAuſtiu's Time, there was no uniform 
nor agreed Expoſition of the Article 
of the Trinity in Unity; but all was 


F< contrary Parties might and did receive 
and profeſs the /ame Formularies.” And 
hat about the Middle of the fifth Cen- 
Fury Sr. Auſtin reduc'd it to the Form a- 
Poreſaid; and that that Form has been 
Ever ſince adhered to, and received, and re- 
Fained by all the Divinity Chairs and 
¶burches, and by moſt learned Men; but 
as originally Philoſophical, and is as 

> Fv1ident and certain in Philoſophy, as it 

fan be made by any the moſt expreſs Re- 

, Pelation, and that without any Myſtery 
he Whatever: But that the Myſtery thereof 
he Meven the Appellations of Father, Son 
r- Hand Spirit) is only figurative and analo- 
ical, not real; not to be underſtood in 
Wie vulgar and ordinary Senſe of the 


We expreſſed in ſuch general Terms, that 


* 
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Words Father, Son, and Spirit, but ari- 
ſing upon a certain myſtical Senſe put 
upon thoſe Words, by certain Divines 
that affected to ſpeak myſteriouſly, as is 
hereafter mentioned: And that the Defi- 
nitions of general Councils, that the Son 
it eternally generated, and the Holy Spi- 
rit eternally proceeding, is with reſpect on- 
H to this Explication of the Trinity, and 
to this analogical Senſe. This now is 
plain and fair Dealing; it is ſpeaking 
openly and candidly, as all Men ſhould 
ſpeak; it is eaſy and intelligible, and he 
that runs may read it; and he that can but 
read, may underſtand what is meant hereby. 
And as to thzs Faith, or Doctrine, thus 
ſtated by St. Auſtin, and ſince, it ſeems, 
almoſt univerſally received, I do in a 
moſt ſolemn Manner declare my Aſſeut 
and Conſent thereunto, as the Dictates of 
Reaſon not contradicted, but rather con- 
frmed by Revelation; and that I there- 
fore believe it to be true both in Ph:lo- 
fophy, and in Divinity, ſo far as it goes, 
But yet J humbly offer and conceive, that 
it does not amount to a Trinity. of Per- 
ſonalities in the Deity : I do agree there are 
three Perſonalities in the Deity, but this 
comes ſhort of them; and therein al/6 falls 
ſhort of the true and full Notion or Idea 
of God, who is the one eternal Mind or 
Spirit, not only of Wiſdom and of Good, 
but 
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but of Power alſo: For, what is God 
without Power? He may indeed 4zow 
himſelf, and love himſelf, and be therein 
infinirely u and happy, as having in 
himſelf the whole Plenitude of i ſdom and 
of Good,; and his Goodneſs may prompt 
him to make Worlds, and his Vi ſdom may 
| contrive them ; but he could never have 
made a World, if he had not alſo been 
i Almighty ;, which is not only the fir ſt Ar- 
N ticle of our Chriſtian Faith, but is daily | 
acknowledged in the Doxology at the Eo 
i Cloſe of the Lord's Prayer, and is alſo 1 
C the Grand Character of God from Gene ſir 
: to the Revelations; and yet is not con- 
a tained (at leaſt not expreſſed) in this fa- 


7 mous Determination of St. Auſtin, unleſs 
L we may have leave to underſtand by 1z- 
g telleftus, Mind or Spirit, or God implicit- 


ly; and I believe for the Reaſons herein 
after mentioned, it can be no otherwiſe j 
8 underſtood; for God is one Being, Mind, | 
or Spirit, and as numerically one Perſon, 

as one Angel, or one Man; and if fo, then 
that Intellectus will not be a Perſonality 
4 only, but will be the One Perſon of God, 
in- the vulgar Senſe of the Word Perſon; 
8 and then that being joined firſt to his 
's Knowledge of himſelf, and then to his 
4 Love of himſelf, as the Two only Per- 
1 ſonalities or Acts of Mind expreſſed in 
1 St. Auſtin's Explication, he will be 2 / 
t wo 
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Two Perſons in the learned Senſe of the 
Word; and to ſupply this Defect, zf we 
join him to Almighty active vital Power, 
as a Third Perſonality in the Godhead, 
the Trinity of Perſons in the Philoſophi- 
cal Senſe will be compleat, otherwiſe not. 
I ſaid in the Philoſophical Senſe; for the 
© Scriptures give us no /#ch Senſe of the 
Word Perſon. Hypoſtaſes ſignifies Sub- 
'flance, not Perſon. ' And when the Word 
Per ſon was taken up, that of Hypoſtaſis 
was laid down, or reduced to the ſame 
determinate Senſe. The Words are both 
ambiguous; that of Per ſon is now com- 
monly and almoſt only uſed, yet in an 
appropriate Senſe, not as ſignifying ei- 
ther Subſtance, or Subſiſtence, but only 
a Mode of Subſifting ; and the Word Hy- 
poſtaſis, as ſignifying Subſtance, (Uo that 
Three Hypoſta/es implied Three Divine 
Beings) was rejected even by St. Athana- 
Nye on the ſius, and he therefore uſed the Word Per- 
07255 ſon in the appropriate Senſe. And St. Je- 
rom, it ſeems, made ſuch an Out-cry a- 
gainſt the Word Hypoſtaſes, as that he 
plainly call'd the Uſe of it, in the Deſcrip- 
tion of the Trinity, Sacrilege and Blaſphe- 
my; and fo the Word Per ſon was gene- 
rally agreed on. And thus it becomes the 
Trinity that I have profeſſed to believe, 
in my Apendix, F. 8. (and elſewhere,) as 
demonſtrable by Reaſon, and agreeable to 
Scrip- 
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Scripture, and which it pleaſed God to 
diſcloſe to me by common Senſe, with 
the Literature only of a School-Boy, 
without reading of the Fathers; but by 
Thinking, by Purity of Heart, and by 
Prayer ; upon reading of the Scriptures, 
and of ſome few Modern Authors, who 
were, generally ſpeaking, or at leaſt they 
ſeemed to me to be, ot another Opinion. 
Neither does the common Catechiim, or 
Sermons of the Church, fo teach: But 


yet the School Divines were {ome of Ne on 


them heretofore, it ſeems, of the ſame 


Opinion, and not cenſured or blamed by 
the Church as defective in Faith, or not 
Orthodox: And it may be, this Opinion 
would have been embraced by all, but 
only for this ove Reaſon aſſigned by Mr. 
Nye, That altho' it did account for the 
Notion of Perſons in the Deiry, and I 
add, for the Notion of Three Perſons, 
(whereas the Opinion retained doth, as 
I humbly conceive, account only for 
Two,) yet it did not /arzsfy, (Mr. Me 
adds, with fo obvious Facility,). but I 
think, with Submiſſion, not at all, for the 
Relations of Father and Son therein; ſo in 
effect they ſeem to have denied God his 
due Character, and to have choſen rather 
to lop off the Power of God from their 


the Tit 


mty, 


p. 18. 


Idea of him, than not to retain a Myſte- 


ry which was entirely their own, not ha- 
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ving any real Foundation either in Rea- 
ſon or Scripture: This I ſay they ſeem 
to have done ia effect, not charging them 
with any wicked or wiltul Deſign here- 
in. And I ceaſe now to wonder, why a 
certain learned Divine called ſome of the 
more elaborate Compoſures, an Eternal 
Contention and tedious Chicane about the 
Trinity. 

But is it certain that this Notion of 
St. Auſtin accounts only for TWO Per- 
ſonalities in God? Doth not Iutellectus, 
or unbegotten Ii ſdom, (which is ſuppo- 
ſed to be the Signification of Intelloctus,) 
and begotten Wiſdom and Self- Love make 
Three? It ſounds as if it did; but it may 
as well make Four, if Self-Love be in like 
Manner diſtinguiſhed into Begotten and 
Unbegotten Self-Love; and there is as 
much Reaſon for the one, as the other. Ifa 
as much Reaſon; but in truth, there 1s 
Reaſon for neither. Let us try elſe by 
the famous Mer ſennus's Deſcription of 
this Trinity; © Pater eft origo Intelleftiis 
« quo ſe perfette intelligit © voluntatis 
c ętiam mediante intellectu, and let us 
firſt ſee Mr. Me's Analyſis of theſe 
Words, as it relates to Intellectus. 


I. Origo Intellefus, the Father is Ori- 
ginal Wiſdom. | 


2. In- 
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PREFACE. 
2. Iutellectus quo e Per fecte intelligit, 


the Father is the Original or Cauſe of 
that Wiſdom whereby he knows himſelf. 


That God is uot the Cauſe of his own 
Wiſdom will be ſhewn by and by; he is 
indeed the Object of it, but not the Cauſe. 
In the mean Time, I would fain under- 
ſtand what is meant by this Diſtinction; 
for the firſt Part of the Analyſis doth not 
ſeem to be Mer/ennuss ; the ſecond Part 
of it literally expreſſes the Whole of him 
as to Intellect: But if it be intended to 
diſtinguiſh the Power of Underſtanding, 
from the Act of. Underſtanding, (as it 
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ſeems *) or whatever his Meaning 1s, « x, 

. . 0 . 0 79 * on 
yet the /ame Diſtinction, be it what it che nit. 
will, is as applicable to Will or Love, as! 


to own or Underſtanding, for he 


alſo ſays © Pater eſt Origo voluntatzs eti- 
am and to make it the plainer, let 
us add, gud ſè amat; ſo then as it ſtands 
analyſed as to Underſtanding, let us in 
the ſame Manner analyſe it as to Will. 


1. Origo Voluntatis; God is Original 
Will or Love. | 
2. Voluntatis qud ſe amat ; He is the 
Original or Cauſe of that Love where- 
by he loves himſelf. 
So then if this be a real Diſtinction, 
it accounts for four Perſonalities in God, it 
G2 be- 
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being as ſenſible and as warrantable to 
fay Unbegotten and Begotten Will or 


Love, as to ſay Begotten and Unbegotten 
Wiſdom or Knowledge; _ both Acts 


of the Mind, endued with a Capacity 


or Power of knowing and loving; ſo if 


Wiſdom be thereby two Perſonalities or 


Diſtinctions in God, ſo is Love too; if 
One be generated by Mind, ſo is the O- 
ther allo. And then there will be four 
Perſonalities in Mind; otherwiſe but 
7wo. But J apprehend Mind to be as am- 
ple a Deſcription of God as Spirit is; and 
in that Senſe is the One Perſon of God, 
not a Perſonality only: For I obſerve 
that what St. Auſtin calls Mens, notitia, 
amor, Calvin calls Deus, ſapientia, virtuc, 
and Mer ſennus, Pater, Intellectus, Volun- 
tas. Now in each of theſe, Mens, Deus, and 


Pater, ought, as 1 conceive, ſeverally to 


bear and import the ſame implicit Ac- 
count of God, the other two only Per- 
ſonalities. And. One of the Three Grand 
Attributes or Perſonalities in God, even 
Almighty A7:ve-wital-Power, is really o- 
mitted by all Three of them: Add then 
this Perſonality of Power to the other 
Two of Wiſdom and Love, and the Phi- 
loſophical Trinity is compleat, and ade- 
quate to the Scripture Notions of God, 
excluſrue of the Myſtical Senſe of Father 
and Son; the general and obvious _ 
Q 
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of the Father in Scripture being (a) the (-) Mal. 

common Father of all Mankind, and more 

particularly of Jeſus Chriſt his Son (/) (4) cat. 

made of a Woman, a Virgin (c) over- 5. 

ſhadowed by the Power of the Higheſt, i. 3. 

and that which was begotten in her by the 

Holy Spirit, immediately, ſine viri concu- 

bitu, by God himſelf (4), was therefore (4) war. 

called the Son of God. i. 20. 
It is obſerved already that the Word 

Perſon is borrowed from vulgar Speech, 

and adapted and appropriated to a pecu- - 

lar Theological Senſe, in Explication of 

the Trinity, as other Sciences appropiate 

Words to their Myſteries. But yet I hum- 

bly offer, that the Word Per ſon, and even 

Trinity it ſelt, in as much as neither of 

them are Scripture Words, ſo neither are 

they /o Theological or Peculiar to the Deity, 

but may be allo very pe applied to 

and predicated of every Soul, Mind and 

Spirit; which being made after the Liłe- 

neſs of God, of Original Mind, which is 

the Pattern or Idea of all Minds, may 

claim a Likeneſs to its Original, even in 

Trinity of Perſons; but propoſe this with 

great Reverenceto the Divinity, not as an 


Objection to the Trinity of Perſonalities in 


God, but as a Confirmation and * Proof 
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Si Deum tis noſſe, prius teipſum noſce. 


of 
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of it, which it ſeems alſo was St. Auſtin's 
| chief Argument for it, and the Subject of 
Me en fix or ſeven Books, De Trinitate, and as 
* the moſt ſure Proof of it from the Book 


of Geneſis. And I add, as having the 
ſame one both of Knowledge and of 


Love, which are internal Qualities, Modes, 
or Perſonal Characters, where ever they 
are found, and even zz the Soul of Man: 
For in Man (I crave St. Auſtin's Leave to 
_ fay) it will not be proper to call his 
Knowledge, the Knowledge of himſelf, 
as he does, but the Knowledge of his 
God; nor yet his Love, the Love of him- 
ſelf, but the Love of his God; both which 
are nevertheleſs internal in us, who are 
intimately united to God, who is the 
Place of Souls, and who, without doubt, 
1s the ſole and proper Objeft of Mind in 
general, and of our Minds 1n particular, 
both of our Knowledge, and of our Love, 
yea, and of our Worſhip too, that is, of 
our internal and external Worſhip, for 
Love is the internal Worſhip, of the Soul. 
And accordingly we are commanded not 
only to love God with all our Heart, 
with all our Soul, and with all our Mind, 
but to, worſhip him, and him only; for that 
he only is vel, he is our folum Bonum, 

our only Good, and therefore called God. 
But here are but two Perſonalities, of 
the Soul yet accounted for, the _ is 
a= 
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Facultas agendi, andanſwers. to that of 


Power in God, even to active Power or 


Life, or vital Activity, for we live, and 
move, and are in God; he is the ſole in- 
ward Principle of our Life, Motzon, and 
Being, as allo the Object of our Love 
and Underſtanding ; take them all toge- 
ther, there are in the Soul three Facul- 
ties, to know, to will, and todo; theſe 
Three are Modes or Diſtinctions in the 
Soul, and yet the Soul at Unity in it (elf 
00. 1 8 N 

Agens ſeu vivens in Deo, 
Anima } Intelligens Deum, 

Amans Deum. 


r 


Anſwerable to the Three Perſonalities | 


in God. - 
| | . ſeu actualiter vruens 
Deus < ſeſe Intellegens (ex fe 

ſeſe Amans. ) 


And as'you may diſcourſe implicitly 
or explicitly of God, implicitly as of one 
Perſon, explicitly as of Three Perſons, 
ſo alſo may you diſcourſe of the Soul of 
Man either 1mplicitly or explicitly, as of 
One Perſon, or as of Three Perſons. And 


this is a full and plain Manifeſtation of 


the Philoſophy of the Trinity both in God 
and Man: Man being made in the Like- 
neſs of God, is himſelt a Proof both . 

. , — 
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the Unity and of the Trinity of the God 
that made him, and tlie beſt Proof there- 
of that Revelation has afforded us: But 
| ' Reaſon is alſo the Voice of God, and the 
[ Evidence of Reaſon doth herein equa/ 
| at leaſt, if not exceed that of Revelation. 
« But the Trinity, which is commonly 
| oppoſed, is not the Philoſophical Trini- 
| ty; but a Trinity, which ſuppoſes that 
| there are three Perſons in God, according 
| to the Vulgar Senſe of the Word Per ſon; 
4 ' Whereas in that Senſe, God is really but 
4 one Perſon, one Mind, one Being, one Spi- 
| 


rit: And it is obſervable alſo, that Mr. 
Nye teaches that there are not three Per- 
We 2 ſons in God, but three Per/onalrtzes, or 
2.26. perſonal Dictinctions; and which, if nor 
joyned to God, that is, to his Eſſence or 
ind, they are to be underſtood ſtill as 
Perſonalities only, ot as Perſons, but yet 
God may be partially, and inadequately 
conſidered, with each of theſe Perſonalities, 
as a Perſon; and, being thus three times 
partially conſidered, he is as three Perſons, 
and fo each particular Perſonality, Cha- 
racter, Property, Mode of ſubſiſting, or 
|) Attribute may be, and is by Inadvertency, 
Gen but not without Impropriety alſo, called a 
p. 85, Perſon, and ſo three Perſons in one God. 
But however defective and improper way 
of ſpeaking this may be, yet if it be right- 
ly meant, and underſtood, all is well. 
But 


— 3 — * a 


— 


——äũäà4Lw— ˙ :¼k ᷑— — — —_ 


—————— RO [Tln ˙·˙ 


U 
91 
Ix 
5 
| 
| 
| 
| 
t 
41 
1 
4 
. 
| 
. 
| 
f 
1 
{ 
4 
a 
i 
» 


—— 


5 
| 
; 
of 
j 
1 
* 
1 


— — — 2 — — — — 


by no —— — 


I * 
3 - — 


PREFACE. 


But who be they that underſtand it ? 
The Populace none of them do; and the 
diſputing Doctors, for the Generality, mi- 
ſtake it, even thoſe on both Sides of the 
Queſtion: And thoſe that don't miſtake 


it, yet have been unfortunate in treating 


of it, ſo as not to be underſtood; where- 
by it ſeems they have no elear Notion 
of it: And they alſo treat of it as a re- 
vealed Myſtery, and as above Reaſon, and 
ſo not to be comprehended by Reaſon. 
Whereas it is manifeſt, that the real Tri- 
nity is a Matter of Reaſon and Philoſo- 
Phy; and though it be, agreeable to Scrip- 
ture, which declares,“ That God is, and 
« That be is Wiſdom,” and“ That he is 
« Love;” which, by reaſonable Conſtru- 


ction, may be interpreted, ſui Notitia, 


Self-Knowledge, ſhi Amor, Self- Love, or 
Complacence; yet this is not revealed 
as a Myſtery, and as a Matter either 
not diſcoverable, or not intelligible by 
Reaſon, or as above Reaſon: And far 1s 
it from being contrary to Reaſon; for it 
is the very Dictate of Reaſon, and is de- 
monſtrable by Reaſon, and yet agreeable 
to Scripture, and is the Trinity in Sub- 
ſtance /0 far as it goes, that I contend for in 
my Appendix, S. 8. and which is intend- 
ed by the Church of England, and by all 
the Churches in the World. Oh! that ir 


had been ſo expreſſed — Unhappy, Oh! 


un- 
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unhappy Chriſtians! that are taught, not 
in an unknown Tongue, but in an un- 
known Meaning, which is as an unknown 
Tongue. And now I pray read the 14th 
Chapter of St. Paul's Firſt Epittle to the 
Corinthians, which I do hereby make, and 
pray that the ſame may be taken and 
deemed as Part of this Preface. 

But as this is not revealed, either as a 
Trinity, or as a Myſtery, ſo neither is there 
any Myſtery in it; neither was it revealed 
by our Saviour or his Apoſtles to the 


Je, to whom the Goſpel was firſt 


preached, and in its full Extent too, with- 
out doubt; and therefore this moſt wor- 
thy Author chuſes to call it the Trinity 
of St. John and St. Paul, as was before 
remarked; in as much as St. Paul being 
bred at the Feet of Gamazel, and his par- 
ticular Commiſſion leading him to the 
Converſation of the Genzz/e Philoſophers, 
with whom he frequently diſputed ; and 
St. John in his advanced Years becoming 
alſo very Learned, they might therefore 
have in their Writings Regard to the then 
modern Philoſophical Diſputes; and St. 
Jom more particularly by a Preface to 


his Goſpel; the firſt five Verſes whereof 


are a Syſtem of Philoſophical Divinity, 
not ſo much as hinted at, in either of the 
other three Goſpels, which yet were and 


and 
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and a Revelation of the whole Will of 
God to the Fews. But St. John's Gol- 


pel was after the Rejection of the eus, 


and the Deſtruction of Feruſalem, (as was 
before obſerved,) which was the grand 
Judgment upon the Jews, for rejecting 
the Meſſiah and the Goſpel; but not for 
rejecting the Trinity, for that was not part 
of the Goſpel wrote and preached unto 
them ; and yet the Form of Baptiſm was 
inſtituted by our Saviour himſelf, and 
was fully preached to the Zews, but im- 
ports no more than as in my Appendix, 
Sect. the 6th; but I prefer Mr. Mes Pa- 
raphraſe of it before my own. and ſhall 
therefore recite it, vig. I baptize thee 
into the Acknowledgement, Obedience, 
and Direction of God, as the univerſal 
«< Father; of Jeſus Chriſt the Son of God, 
& as the Meſſiah and Mediator, ſent to 
* direct us in the true Way to Heaven; 
* and of that Spiration or Inſpiration of 
“God, by which heexciteth us to Good, 


And enables us therein: And St. Paul's 


Bleſſing too bears the ſame and no other 
Senſe or Signification, than as is ſet forth 
in the ſame Section; and alt} our Articles 
of Faith were ſummed up by the Apoſtles 
themſelves, and contain all the Credenda 


of a Chriſtian, and are ſo many Matters 
of Fatt only, not Philoſophy, and are ful- 


ly proved by the three firſt Goſpels. S6 
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then he that is baptized into the Doctrine 

of our Saviour and his Apoſtles, into the 

Faith of a Chriſtian, is not baptized in- 

to the Faith of a Trinity of Perſons in 

God; neither is he thereby, on any Ac- 

count whatever, required either to aban- 

don, or ſo much as to end his Reaſon, 

or to believe any Thing above his Rea- 

ſon: But yet if he makes a right Uſe of 

his rational and natural Faculties, and 

liſtens to this Voice of God, called Rea- 

ſon, that will certainly manifeſt to him 

both the Dzvmzty and the Trinity there- 

in, the ſame being meerly rational and 

philoſophical, and not myſterious, but as 

evident and certain in Philoſophy, as 

itcan be made by any the moſt exprels 

Revelation. And Mr. Me therefore juſt- 

ly complains, that the ordinary contro- 

verſial Writers have ſo miſtaken them- 

ſelves, as to give Occaſion to People to 

miſunderſtand the Doctrine and Faith of 

the Church; and have zrged ſuch Scrip- 

ture Texts as, in Truth, are act to the 

Purpoſe, and which, if allowed as Proofs, 

Nye on Prove Trithei ſin it ſelf; and St. Auſtin al- 

* ſo cenſured the Writers in his Days for the 
- --  FSel-fame Fault. | 

And now as the true Notion of the 

Trinky is already ſtated, let us ſee what 

the Myſtery of it is, and how it was in- 

zroduged into the Church; for the Trini- 
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ty it ſelf, free of all Myſtery, is ſtated by 
Reaſon, and ſo owned and accepted by all 
the Divinity-Chairs and Churches in the 
World, as Mr. Nye declares with great 
Aſſurance, even to the /i##:ng Synod of 
our National Church; and calls upon his 
Opponents, or any Body elſe, to ſhew 
that his Explication is more or /e/s, or 
otherwiſe than the Church teaches; and 
that what.wecall the Apoſtles Creed was 
really compoſed by them, or ſome of them, 
and is the only Creed required in Baptiſm, 
not only by our own Church, as I had be- 
fore obſerved, but by all the Churches in 
15 World; and 1 give great Credit to 
im. 

And I do conceive it to be Matter of 
general Joy and Thankſgiving, that God 
Almighty hath been ſo maniteſtly faith- 
ful and juſt to his Word and Promiſe, as 
not to ſuffer even the Gates of Hell to 
have the Aſcendant of his one Catholick 
Church, ſo as at any Time to ſuperſede 
the Primitive Apoſtolical Faith in any 
one Point; but that every Chriſtian, in 
every particular Chriſtian Church, is, and 
hath been, from the Beginning of Chriſti- 
anity to this Day, baptized into one and 
the ſame Catholick Church, into one and 
the ſame Catholick Faith, the ſelf-ſame 
Creed, at firſt uſed by the Apoſtles them- 


{elves, and which is a Summary of the 


Facts 
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Facts contained in the Goſpel, and is ſtill 


received and retained by all Churches and 
Chriſtians whatſoever. So that notwith- 
ſtanding the multiplied and perplexed 
Conſtructions and Interpretations which 
have been from Time to Time offered 
and contended for, yet weare all Mem- 
bers of oneand the ſame Catholick Church, 
and are all baptized into one and the ſame 
Chriſtian Faith ; whereby it appears that 
the Chriſtian Church is more at Unity in 
it ſelf, than Men are generally aware of. 
And it is a great Comfort and Conſola- 
tion to my ſelf in particular, that being 
baptized into that Creed, and aſſuredly 
believing every Article thereof, / am 4 


found Member of the Catholick Church of 


Chriſt, and of the Church of England in 
particular, notwithſtanding that ſome 
reat and learned Churchmen Hold ns in 
| ng? That he that don't believe the Tri- 
nity, in their Senſe and Explanation of 
it, is not a Chriſtian, Whereas I now find, 
as being well informed thereof by the 
Writings of this renowned Author, that 
the Belief of the Trinity, even in the true 
Senſe of it, is no Part of the Faith, where- 
unto a Chriſtian 1s baptized; fo that not 
to believe it, is not a Renunciation of 
Baptiſm, for it is a Matter of Rea/0# and 
Philoſophy, not of Faith and Revelation; 
yet 1a no Manner contrary to the Apoſtles 
Doctrine, 
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Doctrine, but occaſionally, (in the Wri- 


tings of St. Fohn and of St. Paul,) and it 
may be alſo ſufficiently and effectually af- 
firmed by, and to be gathered and collected 
trom them. But yet Ido humbly conceive, 
that if there had been 20 Plato, there had 


been 10 Notion of a Trinity intermixed 


with the Catholick Faith: Hear what the 
learned Petavius lays, as he ſtands quoted 
and approved by Mr. Baxter, in his 
Method. Theol. * p. 95. Non negandum eſt 
primorum ſeculorum Patres plurimos ni. 
mium Platonizaſſe; & ego is non ſim, 
qui omnia eorum dicta de Trinitate defen- 
dam: Neque ex Antiquorum Neverentia 
aliquid non ſanum in rebus Theologicis re- 
cipiendum vellem. And to this I add, that 
altho* Plato the Philoſopher was almoſt 
right in his Opinion of the three Grand 
Principles in God, which, as I take it, he 
call'd Nes, A5 or Sela, and vu, yet he 
and his Followers, the o toics, the Gnoſticks, 
and even the Fathers, were all ſo unſettled 
and uncertain in their Expreſſions, that it 
was not always eaſy to diſtinguiſh their 
three Principles from three Gods. That 
they were fo, I learn from Mr. Nye; but 
that the Fathers particularly were fo, I 


learn more fully from Mr. Baxter, by 


Ak. a. 


Note, That tho' Mr. Baxter was a known Diſſenter, yer 
this Bock hath the Biſhop of London's Imprimatur to it. 
reading 
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reading his Recital of their ſeveral Opini- 
ons. And he alſo himſelf thus obſerves, 
p. 98. Et notandum & valde dolendum 
Gregor. Nyſſenum Cyrillum Alexand. 
Maximum Martyrem, Theodorum Abu- 
caram, Theoriauum, imo Johan. Damaſ- 
cenum, inter Divinas Perſonas ſpecifi- 
cam tantum Nature Onitatem videre ali- 


quando aſſerere, qualis eſt inter Petrum, 


Paulum & Johannem, quos itidem non tres 
Nomines (quia eju ſdem ſpeciei) Dictos vel- 
tent ſed unicum, ne tres Deos fingere di- 
cerentur. Sin autem hec ſeri tenebant, 
non video quomodo Tritheitarum ipſi nomen 
juſte evadant; & ita quando a Principio- 
rum Trinitate primo di ſceſſum eſt, in ęx- 
tremam Tritheitarum Opinionem Com- 
plures incurrebant. But St. Auſtin was the 
firſt happy Man that reduced all their Opi- 


nions to this one Form of Speech, Intel- 


lectus, ſus Notitia, ſui Amor, as was ob- 
ſerved before, and which hath ever ſince 
been retained by all Chriſtian Churches, 
and is the Doctrine of the Church of Eng- 


land to this Day; which yet Ion I never 


knew or perceived, tho? I converſed only 
with the Orthodox, until Mr. Nye's Books 
have now art length, by the Grace of God, 
{o opened mine Eyes, that I am in great 


Meaſure convinced, that thoſe other Au- 


thors, whom I had before conſulted, mean 
the ſame Thing, and are upon the ſame 
Foot, 


SS aaa om fc foc.& i 4. 


PREFACE. 


Foot, Senſe, and Bottom ; but that their 
Endeavour to ſupport and prove this. Phi- 
loſophick Trinity by Scripture Texts, 
which are on ad rem, and therefore ill ap- 


plied, hath run them into the Borders of 


Trithei ſin, even as the Fathers before. 
But when they find themſelves thus run 
aground, and ſinking over Head and Ears 
into known Error, which they themſelves 
utterly abhor, they ſtand aghaſt, and even 
tremble at the Conſequences of their own 
Proofs and Arguments; and then all Hands 
aloft, and they cry out, Oh! but it is my- 
ſterious, it is unconceivable; the Primitive 
Chriſtians, they ſay, were one and all of 
this Opinion, that it is indeed above Rea- 
ſon, but yet it is moſt certainly true, whe- 
ther it be poſſible or intelligible, or not; 
and that he is no Chriſtian that don't be- 
lieve it; and thus they force it upon them- 
ſelves and others. 

But to the Queſtion propoſed: What is 
the Myſtery of the Trinity? And upon 
what is it founded? What is the ical 
Senſe that is put upon this Notion of the 
Trinity? And what Analogy is there to 
ſupport it? For if hat ſhould fail, as per- 
haps it may, there will then be no Reaſon 
leſt to retain the Myſtical and Figurative 
Senſe built thereupon, when it ſhall appear 
there is 20 Analog) to build upon. Now 
as to this, it is Tuppoſed that God's Know- 

E ledge 


PREFACE. 


ledge of himſelf is generated or 1 by 
him, and being ſo generated or begotten, 
the Myſtick Divines uſed therefore to call 
it Proles, or Progeuies Dei, the Offspring 
of God, the better to explain it, as they fan- 
cied; and this being adjudged a Per /ona- 
lity in the Deity, and commonly eſteemed 
the Second, they were hereby in their my- 
{tical Way of ſpeaking, by Analogy, or re- 
mote Likeneſs to Things natural, induced 
to call it the Sox of God; and in Conſe- 
quence of that they called Cod him v/elf, or, 
as ſome will have it, unbegotten Wiſdom, 
God the Father, but by Analogy ſtill ; 
that is to ſay, the Father of begotten I. ifs 
dom, which they had before fancied to be 
the Of5prin of unbegatien IF ifaom: And 
then God's Love of himſelf being founded 
upon God's Knowledge of himſelf, as his 
ownGood, and being joyned with the Eſ- 
ſence of God, was called and deemed a 
Third Perſon in the T rinity, Proceeding 
from their myſtical Father and Son, to wit, 
their other two Perſonalities. And thus 
was the Myſtery of the Trinity conceived 
and conſummated, which has made fo 
much Noiſe and Buſtle in the Wor Id, and, 
viithSubmiſſion, hath confounded many a 
good Chriſtian. Now as to God's Love of 
himſelf, as his own Good, it is moſt certain- 
ly in order of of Thinking well grounded up- 
on the Knowledge of ra Bonum ap- 
| parens 
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parens being the Object of Love, and ſo 


well adjudged it may be to be proceeding 
from it, or depending upon it; and there- 
fore the Analogy as lo that may hold good 
in Part; that the Love of God, as in God, 
is Spirit, Ghouſt, or Spiration proceed- 
ing from, or rather upon the Knowledge 
of himſelf, as his own Good. So then 
the Queſtion will be reduced to this, whe- 
ther“ God's Knowledge of himſelf be be- 
<< gotten or not? or, whether there is or 
can be any ſuch thing as begotten Wiſ- 
dom or Knowledge, to Analogize up- 
% on”? And in anſwer to it, I humbly 
offer to Conſideration, that to know is to 
ſee, or to perceibe, which is the formal 
Perfection of a Mind, even of original 
uncreated Mind; and that of neceſſit 

there muſt be an Object, at leaſt equally 
original, to be ſeen or to be perceived, 
which may be called the -b7ed7zve Perfec- 
tion of Mind, and being ſcen or knoten, is 
Knowledge or I i ſdlom: But the Mind can 


by no Means be ſuppoſed to beget its own 


Object, without which there can be no 
Perception or Knowledge, and the very 


Perception of which is Knowledge; be- 


cauſe the Object of Mind, in order of 
Knowing or Thinking, muſt not only 
be, but it muſt be zntelligzble before it 
can be underſtood, ſeen, or perceived, or 
known, or ſo much as thoughr of ; and 

E 2 there 
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there can be 20 Mind, no Knowledge of 
any Kind, without an intelligible Object, 
not ſo much as a Power of knowing, F 
there were 0 Object knowable, or to be 
known; fo that the Object to be ſeen or 
known, hath the Priority of Pre ſuppoſi- 
tion before ſeeing or knowing, and 
even before the Miud that ſees or knows 
it, and fo cannot be deemed the Effect or 
Offspring, Proles or Progenzes of Mind, or 
Intellect, as its Cauſe or Parent. Let us 
therefore again conſider, that Quicquid 
eſt prater Deum, a Deo eft. Suarez 
Metap. quoted by Mr. Norris; and 
the Senſe of it thus rendered by him, 
That God is the Cauſe of whatever is 


beſides himſelf; or whatever is, is either 


God, or the Effet of God; wherein it is 
virtually and conſequentially contained, 
That what is God is not the Effect of God; 


but © 1v 6 aoy@ Wiſdom is God, there- 


fore Wiſdom is not the Effect of God; and 
if Wiſdom were the Effect of God, then 
God antecedently to that Effect, muſt 
have been 4cyG- or unintelligeut, which 


to ſuppoſe is Blaſphemy. Beſides, if 


Wiſdom is the Effect of God, yet it 
muſt be ſuppoſed to have been effected 
Deo wolente. What then was the Rule 
and Meaſure of his Will? Is not the Will 


of God always conducted by Wiſdom, 


and founded upon Knowledge ? How 
could 
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could that be, before Wiſdom was effect- 


ed? He muſt then have ated in the 
Darkneſs of Tgnorance to beget Know- 
ledge: Moreover this makes the i ſdum 
of God derivative from and dependent 


upon the Will of God; whereas all ac- 


knowledge (and the myſtical Trinity ir 
built upon it) that the Will is deriva- 
tive from and dependent upon Wi ſdom; 
ſo Merſennus: Origo voluntatis etiam 
c mediante Intellectu. So then God's 
Knowledge being the Knowledge of him- 
ſelf, as his own Object, (for he only is 
a perfect Object) and his Love being 
the Love of himſelf, as his own ap- 
parent Good, (for he only is Good) 
they could neither of them be the 
Effect of God, unleſs God may be ſuppo- 
ſed to have produced himſelf, and to have 
been antecedently to that Production t- 
out Knowledge, and without Love; be- 
cauſe there can be no Suppoſition of any 
thing knowable, antecedent to ſuch Pro- 
duction, if Wi ſdom and Love were lo et- 
fected, if they were only the Effect of God 
and not God. Deus eſt amor, 1ſt Epiſt. of 
John, Chap. iv. 8, 16. whereby it is a- 
bundantly evident that there is no Ground, 


Foundation, or Analog y, to build the myſii- 


cal Senſe of Father and Son upon, and ſo 
no ſuch Myſtery in the Deity, notwith- 
ſtanding the Harangve of Ages, and the 
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continued Zeal of the Learned in propo- 
ol fing and defending the ſame; and, it may a 
1 be, miſguided by ſome hidden Mixture of 4 
Pride, in ſoaring above the common Un- ( 
derſtanding of Mankind. But yet I don't a 
hereby deny, but do freely own, that the f 
Philoſophy of the Trinity remains ſtill, Y 
and the Per /onalities, Attributes, Modes, hy 
and Properties as before ſtated ; but I fay " 
there can be no /uch myſtical Senſe ot Fa- N 
ther and Son, as hath been fancied, built 2 
upon it; there being really no Foundation i 
for any ſuch like Senſe, no, manner of 4- | 4 
nalogy; becauſe all Wiſdom is God, and is t 
uube gotten, and not the Effect of God or | © 
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Mind: And becauſe the Object of Know- " 
ledge muſt be preſuppoſed in Order of 1 
Nature and Conception, not only before b 
actual Knowledge, but even before the 1 
Power of Knowing, before Mind it 6 
ſelf, which cannot be ſo much as ſup- a 
poſed without ſuch Power; for the Object J 
of Knowledge don't depend upon the : 
Underitanding, but is a Perfection of t 
the Underſtanding, and being perceived is : 
Knowledge. So it ſeems to me by the : 
Gleanings of Philoſophy, which I have y 
picked up here and there from Mr. Nor- 3 
74s, and do hope the ſame are rightly ap- I 
plied; and I would be better informed, : 
if it be not ſo in Truth, for to uſe the l 


Word Per ſon in a proper Senſe; Quæſi- l 
toris Per. ſouam gero, non oppugnatoris. 
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'T would take notice that Mr. Nye, 
arguing againft an Herefy which he calls 
Apollmarian, who eld, it feems, that 
Chriſt had no human Soul, but was only 
a divine Being aſſuring Fleth. He thus 


forms his Argument: Nor could lie be 


“ {o often called the Man Jefus Chrift, if 
„he had not an human Soul as well as 
* Body; for God incarnate is not a Man, 
but God only; a Soul only Incarnate is 
« a Man; God aſſuming a Soul as well 
* as Body is God-Man.” Thus far Mr. 
Me; and I aſſent entirely to the firft of 
thefe three Prepoſitions, © Fhat God in- 
* carnate would not be a Man, but God 
« only;” and to the ſecond alſo I aſſent, 
That only a Soul incarnate is a Man; 
but I crave leave to diſtinguiſh between a 
ſinful and a finleſs Soul, and ſay, © that 
only. a ſinful Soul incarnate is a Man; 
and © that only a ſueſe Soul incarnate 


« is alſo a Man, or lie unto Man, in all 


« Things Sin only exceptud;” anct in lieuof 
the third Propoſition, F would ſay, © thar 


« when God tabernacled in the Ark in the 


* Days of Moſes, it was an Ark ſtill, 
4 tho! God dwelt therein, and that Ark 


« was 4 Type of Chriſt; and as God in 


* thoſeDaysrevealedandexhibited himſelf 
theſe later Days, he hath ſpoken- unto 


the 


us in and by the Man Chriſt Jeſus, 


unto Men, in and from that Ark, ſo in 


1 


Sincere 
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the Antitype of that Ark, in whom God 
& alſo tabernacled, and who was {till zhe 
Man Chriſt Jeſus, tho? God dwelt in him 
& bodily:” For as there is not the leaſt men- 


tion in Scripture, that I know of, of ta- 
king the Manhood or Soul of Chriſt in- 


Thoughts to God; ſo ſuch an Union or Aſſumption 


f. 16. 


would have ſwallowed up the Humanity, 
and given Countenance to the Apollina- 


rzan Principles: Or © if it were poſlible, 


& but to ſuppoſe the human Soul ſubſiſt- 
& ing in ſuch an Union, would God-Mar, 


4 or God and Man, thus united into one 


“ Perſon, be lite unto Man in all Things, 
Fin only excepted?” Sure it is obViousg 


that he would not: And therefore, that was 
one of the Queſtions which I put to Dr. 


Vaterland; and this Reaſoning ſupports 
it. For although Mr. Me hath given me 
very great Light into the Doctrine of the 
Churches, as to the Trinity, and the 
whole Hiſtory and Myſtery thereof, and 
upon Occaſion whereof, I have made 
ſome Remarks, not altogeither imperti- 
nent, as I conceive; © nor with any other 
“ Purpoſe, or Intention of Mind, but on- 
« ly to find out Truth, and the right Way 
“to Heaven”; and my Solicitude herein 
is, I hope, the more excuſable, when it 


is duly conſidered how few there be that 


find it. Yet as to the Divinity of our E- 
ver-bleſſed Saviour, I don't lee that his 
Man- 
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Manner of explaining of it goes any far- 
ther than what J have owned and admit- 
ted; fo wit, That the Logos, as God, in- 
adequately conſidered, tabernacled in him, 
and I add, by St. Paul's Author:ty, as 
the Anti- type of the Mercy-Seat, whereby 
he was indeed the Id agieion, the Mercy-ſeat: 
The Text goes 20 farther; it don't ſay 
that he was God, but the Mercy: ſeat of 
God ; and his Blood was the*D.aop©- the Rom. 3.25. 
Propitiation by him offered, the Object 
F our Faith, and accepted by God. And I 
do not think my ſelf more nice than need- 
ful, in keeping up to the Words of Scrip- 
ture. the Man Chriſt Feſus in whom the 
42 _ of the Godhead dwelt;” and the Me on 
rather, becauſe Mr. Nye teaches, that that eg wr: 
zs all that is meant, by the Church, by 
Incarnation and God. manu And F that 
Scripture Phraſe does leave him in the 
Rank of a Prophet, (as he ſeems to think P. 177- 
it does) I think (for that very Reaſon) 
it is not fit to vary the Scripture Phraſe, 
for any other Phraſe, that doth not fo 
leave him; becauſe that is varying the 
Senſe, as well as the-Phraſe. Upon the 
whole Matter, the Doubts and Queſtions 
put by me to Dr. Waterland, are neither 
admitted, nor yet anſwered ; but“ Pre- 
* judice, and ſtudium partium, is an in- 
* vincible Miſchief; it leaves no Place 
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4 for Admiſſion of Truth, that brings a- 
« * Ny Diſadvantage to the Side: Thats 

« the Rule which they examine all by. 
« Will fo many Rents of the Church, 
4“ as we fee ready to ſink it, never 
„make us wiſer? ” Mede's Works, p. 
833. | | 
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. LETTER 


To the Reverend 
DANIEL WATERLAND, 


Doctor in Divinity, Maſter 
of Magdalen College in 
Cambridge. 


AY it pleaſe you, Reverend 
Sir, to receive the humble 
Addreſs of an Ideot, who, 
labouring under the Difficul- 
ty of an Opinion, not gene- 
rally received, and n no Benefit b 
private Applications, and having, wit 
reat Sincerity, penned down my own 
BHoughits, and the Reaſons and Scripture 
whereon TI found them, did, for the“ Ends * >, ,g; | 
R and Purpoſes therein ſet forth, publiſh the 4 
| B 2 ſame: 


(144) 5 
ſame: But the World being ſo full of 
Pamphlets, I have not obtained thoſe 
Ends. TI do therefore ask the Favour of 

our Peruſal of them ; and have for that 

urpoſe, incloſed them herein, and freely 
ſabmit them to your ſuperior Judgment; 
humbly craving your Thoughts thereup- 
on; but more eſpecially upon St. Paul's 
D:ſcourſe with the Athenian Philoſophers, 


39. Acts xvii. which Llay much Streſs upon f, 


. deeming it an ab/o/ute Determination, that 
God only, and not Jeſus Chriſt, is ei- 
tuled to our whole Worſhip: And your 
Anſwer to this Queſtion, © Whether Je- 
< ſus Chriſt, as God-man, or on any o- 
ce ther Principle or Suppoſition, than as 
« in the Appendix, Set. g. can be truly 
“ and with good Senſe, ſaid to be Man, 
© or like unto Man in all Things, Sin 
only excepted : ?? Which ſeem to me 
plainly to import, that there is 20 man- 
ner of difference between him and a mere 
Man, faving, that he is aot 4 Sinner. 
J alſo preſume, Sir, to lay before you 
a Copy of another Paper drawn out for 
my own Satisfaction, and, according to 
my beſt Apprehenſions of the Matter, 
which I call 2 State of the Trinitarian 
Controverſy. This I likewiſe ſubmit to 
you, being willing to lay my whole Mind 
open before you at once. 
| we And 
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And upon reading of your Books, I 
have, in Imitation ot you, wrote a ſhort 
Paraphraſe on the firſk Five Verſes of 
St. John's Goſpel 5 wherein I take the 
Liberty to ſtate the d) as an Attri- 
bute of God, and as plainly appearing 
to be ſo from the original Text, according 
to the * Account given of it in the Ap- 
pendix to my ſincere Thoughts, Sect. I. 
The other Propoſitions therein contained 
will, I chink, manifeſtly appear to be 
true, by clear and evident Demonſtration, 
if recourſe be had to Mr. Norris his J- 
deal World; which will be, I preſume, 
of ſufficient Weight to ſupport this Pa- 
raphraſe, as to the Doctrine of Ideas. 
And I therefore humbly offer it, with 
my other Papers, as 4 Fourth Scheme; 
ſo that it may not be neceſſary that One 
of the Three, by you mentioned, be the 
true One For this, I think, differs from 
them, and is now in Judgment before 

ou. And I take it, that theſe Five 
1 erſes are the Foundation of every 
r Scheme, and that they will reſpectively 
ſtand or fall, as they ſhall appear to agree 
or difagree with the true Senſe and Mean- 
ing of this Evangeliſt. * 
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| * See alſo my Letter, 2.1 Decemb. and the Remarks annexed 
thereunto, NO. 1. No. 2. 
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The PARAPHRASE. 
Ia the Beginning was Reaſon or 
„ Wifdom. _ ah 
4 And Reaſon or Wiſdom was with 
„ For God never was de, but he 


4 always was Reaſon or Wiſdom. It 


Ver. 2. 


Ver. 3. * 


Ver. 4. 


Ver. 5, 


« was his original, eternal Attribute, and 
* of his Eſſence and Subſtance; and 
* without which he could not have been 
God, it being included in the Idea of 
< God, and there being no Notion of 
God without it. | | 
_ © ''This fame Reaſon or Wiſdom (as I 
% Was faying) was in the Beginning with 
Gods, or in God. | 
% And by, or in, or according to it, 
* as in and by an Exemplar or common 
„Pattern, Rule or Meaſure, were all 
* Things made; and without this com- 
* mon Pattern was not any thing made, 
nor could any thing have been made. 
*. The living Forms, the Original, the 


© Eternal Ideas of all Things, that were 


« made, were in it. 

* And thoſe Ideas were the Light of 
* Men, who ſee not Things as they are 
in rerum Naturd, but their eternal 
Ideas, exiſting in this ſubſtantial, ma- 
*© nitold and multiform Wiſdom of God. 

And thus it is and was from the 
Creation of the World, although Men 
IV. © "ave 


HE + 
5 have been fo blind and ſtupid as not 
<< to apprehend it. TONY 


In your Sermon, Sir, upon the U- 
nity of the Godhead you fairly / admit 
*© that the Texts; at firſt View, ſeem to 
© exclude all Perſons but One; which is 
© as much, as if you had admitted, that 
© the firſt, and natural, and genuine 
© Senſe of the Words, do exclude all 
70 Perſons but One”; and your Buſineſs 
therefore is, to enquire into Salvbes, which 


you have ingeniouſly excogitated. But 


if it be confidered, that Reaſon is al- 
76 fo the Voice of God, as well as Reve- 


< lation, and how loudly, and ſtrongly, 
«© and tenacioully, Reaſon proclaims to 
«© us, that there is 64: One God, that 


ce there can be but One God, and that 


C 


ND 


cC 


1 


of more * Perſons than One in God“; 1 
ſay, if this be well conſidered, ſhould i 
not prevent our ſeeking out for Salvoes! 


ce to explain the Voice of God in Reve- 


76 lation; when Revelation ſpeaks ſo 
«« plain and clear, the = fame thing, 
ce that Reaſon, the other Voce of God, 
c had alſo plainly dictated to us, even 


«© from the Creation of the World, to this 


—— 


* 1 mean, in the vulgar Notion of Perſons, 


B 3 _ Day. 


without the leaſt Notion or Conception 
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© Day, without controul, and without 
© any poſſibility of Salvo; and what 
© even the Revelations themſelves, now 
©© ſought to be explained out of their 
ce primitive Senſe, were all along, for 
©© near 1500 Years before the Death of 
r Herod, underſtood to ſay and mean”. 
And I ſhould therefore think zheſe Texts, 
in Conjunction with Reaſon, area full Proof 
againſt * Perſonalities; and that Salvuoes 
ought rather to be enquired for in Expla- 
nation of doubtful Texts, than of plain 
ones. This I humbly offer to Conſide- 
ration. Pardon me, good Sir, for pre- 
ſuming to offer any thing in Abatement 

of what you have wrote. | 
I, farther offer to Conſideration, what I 

think is of very greatWeight and Moment, 

and may bedeemed a e e Meet ee 
on of the Point in Queſtion. For I conſider 
© that when God maniteſted himſelf to 
©© the Iaelites, they had the Ark of God, 
"© and in that Ark was the Mercy-ſeat be- 
© tween the Cherubims (God ſitteth be- 
ce tween the Cherubims, ſays the P/almiſt, 
© in alluſion to it) and it was called the 
4 Ark of God's Freſence, and the Taber- 
ce zacle of Meeting, where God met his 
4 People. And from this Mercy-ſeat he 


2 — 


N. B. Perſonalities fand here for Perſons in the vulgar 
Senſe of the Word. | 


© gave 
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* gave Reſponſes to Moſes, and by him 
* revealed his Mind and Will to the Peo- 
* ple of Jſrae/; and by touching this 
** Mercy-Seat with Blood, God was pro- 
* pitiated. Now if Jeſus Chriſt be the 
Anti-type of this Mercy-Seat, and was 
thereby ſignified, and St. Paul bears Wit- 
neſs that he was, Rom. iii. 25. Now 
** ſays he, hath God declared Jeſus Chriſt 
to be the Propitiatory or Mercy-Seat 
* thro' Faith in his Blood.” Mr. Locke 
chuſes to leave out the Words [ thro' Faith] 
according to the Alexantirine Copy, 
and reads it the Mercy-Seat in his own 
Blood. How pat then? How appoſite? 
How clear and intelligible ? are the ſe- 
veral Texts, T he Godhead dwelt in him 
bodily : And they ſhall call his Name E- 
manuel; which being interpreted is, God 
with us. The XcyG- tabernacled among 
us (which is Biſhop Tillotſon's Explanation 
of, The Word was made Fleſh, and 
dwelt among us) and by him God Almigh- 
ty declared his zwhol/e Will to Mankind, 


as he did before in part from the Mercy- 
Seat to Moſes, and to the Children of 


Vrael; for it is plain, that Chriſt Jeſus 
never did or ſaid any thing, but by Com- 
miſſion and Authority from the Father, 
even the Almighty God ; © He came not 
to do his own Will, but the Will of him 
** that ſent him, Fob» vi. 38, He ſpake 

| 6G ** not 
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ie not of himſelf, but as the Father gave 
“ Commandment, Joh. xiv. 45. 50. The 
Sixty Eighth Pſalm is explanatory here- 
of: © When David built a Tabernacle for 
the Ark, it was that the Lord God 
c might dzwell among them, o. 18. The 
« Hill of Sion was the Place where God 
© reſolved to fix this Tabernacle, 9. 16. 

Till the Meſſiah, the 3 thereof, 

ſhould come into the World. And 9. 

17, the innumerable Hoſts of Angels 
© attended the Divine Majeſty then and 
there preſent in his Sanctuary, as for- 
merly upon Mount Sinai: And accord- 
ingly, 9. 18, he is ſaid to have aſcend- 
ed on high; to wit, into the Mount of 
Sion, and to have led Captivity Cap- 
„ tive,” 1g. to have given David and 

his People Victory over all their Enemies; 
even thoſe who, P/al. lxvi. 12. were ſaid 
to ride over their Heads ; and when their 
Afflictions were compared to going thro' 
Fire and Water. And by this Aſcenſion 
of the Ark of God's Preſence is plainly 
fignified and foretold, the Aſcenſion of 
the Meſſiah, the Exaltation of the Anti- 
type of the Mercy-Seat (the Sanctuary of 

God, in which it pleaſed him to dwell) 
he having firſt conquered Death and Hell, 
Sin and Satan. And thoſe other Words, 
Thou haſt received Gifts for Men, 
ſignify the Spoils of Davids 1 

iſtri- 


cc 
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diſtributed among his People, and that 
Diſtribution an Emblem of the rich Gifts, 
which would be and were afterwards be- 
ſtowed upon God's People after our Savi- 
ours Reſurrection, even the Gifts of the 
Holy "Spirit of God. See Dr. Patrick 
upon the Place. 4 
That Chriſt is the Anti- type of the Mer- 
Cy-Seat is alſo acknowledged by Dr. Ham- 
mond, who, in Contemplation of the ſup- 
poſed Divintty of Chriſt, complains of 
the Difficulty of this Text, Rom. iii. a 5. It 
recoiled upon him: He teaches, that the 
Hebrew Word, from whence IAA is 
derived, ſignifies either to cover or to 
expiate: And, by Way of Parentheſis, 
introduces T heophilatt conceiving, that it 
| muſt either prefigure that our Humane 
Nature was* a Covering to Chriſt's Divi- i 
| nity, © Or that God exhybited and reveat 8 an 
; * ed himſelf in Chriſt, as the Pr opitiatory, linarian 
{ cc the Place, where God was ont to ex- Here). 
© hibit himſelf peculiarly.” And there 
ends that Parentheſis. The firſt is but a 
c Conceit, and ſeems bald and mean, and 
* is built upon the Word, as it ſignifies a 
£ Covering only; and yet as mean as it 
) is, is the only Thing, for aught I know, 
that can be deviſed to avoid the Force of 
the Text. But the other is more ſignifi- 
” cant, and founded upon a more noble 
© Signification of the Word ; to wit, to 
A G 2 expiate 


a 
expiate or propitiate : But yet lage 
don't ſignify Propitiation as in our Tran- 
ſlation, but Propitiatory, (the Place for- 
merly in which, now) the Perſon, in whom 
God exhibited himſelf to be propitiated. 
And accordingly Dr. Hammond takes it 
all along in that Senſe. © That Jeſus 
* Chriſt is the Anti-type of the Propitia- 
story, wherein God exhibited himſelf to 
* Moſes and the Children of rael, and 
L ſo the very Propitiatory (thereby ty- 
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theſe latter Days, Heb. i. 1. and in 
whom the Godhead dwelt bodily, and 
on whom the Angels deſcended, and 
by whom God gave his Reſponſes to 
the World; ſhewing himſelf propitious 
to them, demonſtrating his Righteouſ- 
neſs or Mercy ; that is, ſays Dr. Ham- 
mond, ſhewing a Way whereby he will 
* bepropitiated :” Immediately ſubjoining, 
as the Condition on our Part-[ by Faith 
in his Blood | and that his Blood is the 
immediate Olject of our Faith, which ſig- 
nifies to believe in Chriſt. And I take it, 
there is nothing meant by Faith in the 
New Tęſtament, but to believe, that Je- 
ſus was the Meſas. 

Now I humbly offer this, Sir, as a 
Confutation of the Hypoſtatick Union. 
Lou ſee how open and free J am; I 
ſpeak as I think, withont Reſerve, as 
” 1 ; 4 6 ? Rn” ſpeak+ 
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ſpeaking to a Man of Ingenuity and Ho- 
nour, who allows Freedom both of think- 


ing, and of arguing, in a modeſt Enquiry au 8. 
after 'Truth : And would not himſelf, 1 Ws " 


dare ſay, be aſhamed to retra& any for- 
mer Opinion, tho ever ſo long trained 
up into it, upon due Coriviction, So 
neither ſhall I ; and yet perhaps, in the 
mean 'Time, you may think me very ſan- 
guine, and that the Fool's Bolt is ſhot. 

I have only one little Paper more to 
lay before - you, relating to the plainer 


Texts of Scripture, touching the keeping No. 2. 
of God's Commandments ; and the Que-" *7: 


ſtion ariſing thereupon, is, Whether it 
** be proper for, or becoming a Diſciple 
of Chriſt, to pray otherwiſe, or in any 
** other Manner, than as Chrift taught 
* him; and whether to direct our Prayers 
« to the Lamb of God and the Son of Da- 
« vid, be in Obedience to Chriſt's Com- 
% mandments, without adding or dimi- 
*© niſhing.* The Commandments ſpeci- 
fied in that Paper being, for aught I ſee 
or know, the only Commandments given 
to us by the Chriſt of God in this Behalf. 

Thus have I laid before you, worthy 


Sir, the great Champion of the Divinity 


of our Saviour, my naked Thoughts there- 
of; and if any thing ſeem trifling or im- 
pertinent, or inſincere, or ſinfully tenaci- 
og, (which yet I am not in any Manner 
—_ —_— conſcious 


(54) 
conſcions of ) pleaſe you, Sir, to convince 
me of it, and rebuke me for it. I ſubmit 
as a Pupil, to your Chaſtiſement; and, 
as a Chriſtian, to your ſpiritual Advice : 
“ For I do, with Purity of Heart and 
« Mind, ſeek Truth and Salvatior, not 
ce Vain-glorY.” But, as to Learning, I 
am as a meer School-boy, and a dull one 
too I was in 1673; and am now in the 
63d Year of my Age. I was bred to the 
Deſk, and about Six Years ago quitted 
my Employment for Want of Breath to fol- 
low it; but ſince, in my Country Retire- 
ment, not willing to be idle, I ſpend ſome 
few Hours, now and then, in ſtudying the 
Scriptures. You ſee what Authors con- 
verſe with, neither Ariaus nor Socinians, 
nor any Difſenters from the Church of 
England ; however it comes to paſs, that 
in this Point I do now diſſent from it, I 
can at preſent only zmpure it to the Voice 
of God, both of Reaſin and of Scripture, 
in Anſwer to my daily Prayers, that God 
would be pleaſed to teach me to conſider 
what he is, and to give me a right udg- 
ment therein; which, if it be not yet obtain- 
ed, may now be ſet right, by your kind 
Aſſiſtance. Having given you, Sir, this 
ſhort Account of myſelf, becauſe an utter 
Stranger to you, I muſt alſo acknowledge 
it bold and preſumptuous to give you this 
Trouble. But if you ſhall deem it too 


great 


"8 
great a Taſk upon you, in reſpe& of a 
ſingle Soul, it is in your own Power to de- . 
cline it, I can't demand it: I am only | 
an humble Suitor. And whatever you 
may be pleaſed to do herein, as on my 
Account, ſhall always be gratefully ac- 
knowledged, and dutiful Reſpects paid 
in ſuch Manner as may become me, and 
yet not unworthy of you to receive. 


I am, Reverend SIR, 


| With great Honour 

| | 

| and Reſpect to Ton, 
Your moſt humble Servant, 
[ 

4 June 6, W. 8. 
7 1720. 

r 

i 

S 

r 

© 

5 

0 

t NUNz3B. 


656) 
NUMBER I. 
A State of the Trinitarian 
CON TROVESSY. 


HE Idea or Notion which I have 


„ of God is, That he is One God, 


One Soul, Mind, or Spirit. 
That he Only is, that his Name is, I 
am; that he is ipſa Entitas ex ſe ſub- 
ſiſtens. | 
That he is he common Father of Per- 
ſons and Things; as having created them 
by his Almighty Power, he being ipſa 
Pot eſtas, and having all Power in him. 
That he only is wiſe, ipſa Ratio, ipſa 
Sapientia ; and that accordingly all'Things 
are made in and by, or according toRea- 
ſon or Wiſdom, that is, according to their 
reſpective Ideas eternally exiſting in the 
25 ©. 
That he only is Good, ſolum Bonum 
ſui Communicatioum, which prompted and 
inclined him to make Perſons and Things. 
And that he having in him all Degrees 
of Being, 


Power, 
Is the One eternal Eſſence of Wiſdom, 


and Good. 


And 
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And this, I take to be a compleat Idea 
or Notion of God. 


'This is manifeſt in us; God hath mani- Rom. i. 


feſted it unto us, by the Light of his own d. 
Reaſon, communicated to our Minds: 'T his 
we ſee, we hnoz, and therefore cannot but 
believe, if we mind the Light within; I 
mean, if we give Attention to it. | 

And whatever is thus ſecretly and in- 
wardly manifeſted to us, in our own Minds, 
is certainly the Truth, and will bear no 
Contradiction: And whatever is offered 
to us contrary to this Light of Reaſon, al- 


tho it be repreſented to us as Revelation, Neut, 


and atteſted by ſeeming Miracles, yet viii. 
ought moſt certainly to be rejected. 

And, I think, it is generally admitted, 
that nothing can or ought to be believed 
or admitted to be true, or to be the true 
Senſe and Meaning of Scripture or Reve- 
lation, which is manifeſtly contrary to Rea- 
ſon; and (as I think) not only God's Rea- 
ſon as in himſelf, but to our Reaſon, that is, 
to God's Reaſon, as communicated to us; 
for by that only can we judge. 

Theſe inward Dictates of Reaſon are 
called the Light of Nature, and ſo ſtand 
diſtinguiſhed from Scripture or outward 
Revelation, whether revealed to us by our 
Lord and only Saviour 7e,‘ Chriſt, or 
by his Apoſtles that came after him, or the 
Prophets that were before him. 


H Now 
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NUMBER I. 

8 — . 5 

A State of the Trinitarian 
CON TROVESSY. 


HE Idea or Notion which I have 
y of God is, That he is One God, 
One Soul, Mind, or Spirit. 

That he Only is, that his Name is, I 
am; that he is ipſa Entitas ex ſe ſub- 
ſiſtens. | E 

That he is he common Father of Per- 
ſons and Things; as having created them 
by his Almighty Power, he being igſa 
Potęſtas, and having all Power in him. 

That he only is wiſe, ipſa Ratio, ipſa 
Sapientia ; and that accordingly all Things 
are made in and by, or ices Fo toRea- 
ſon or Wiſdom, that is, according to their 
reſpective Ideas eternally exiſting in the 
AG. | 

That he only is Good, ſolum Bonum 
ſui Communicatioum, which prompted and 
inclined him to make Perſons and Things. 

And that he having in him all Degrees 
of Being, w 

Power, 

Is the One eternal Eſſence of Wiſdom, 
| and Good. 
And 
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And this, I take to be a compleat Idea 
or Notion of God. | 
This is manifeſt in us; God hath mani- Rom. i. 
feſted it unto us, by the Light of his own ** 
Reaſon, communicated to our Minds: 'T his 
we ſee, we know, and therefore cannot but 
believe, if we mind the Light within; I 
mean, if we give Attention to it. | 
And whatever is thus ſecretly and in- 
wardly manifeſted to us, in our own Minds, 
is certainly the Truth, and will bear no 
Contradiction: And whatever is offered 
to us contrary to this Light of Reaſon, al- 
tho' it be repreſented to us as Revelation, Deut. 
; and atteſted by ſeeming Miracles, yet viii. 
ought moſt certainly to be rejected. 
And, I think, it is generally admitted, 
that nothing can or ought to be believed 
7 or admitted to be true, or to be the true 
« Senſe and Meaning of Scripture or Reve- 
- lation, which is manifeſtly conzrary to Rea- 
r ſon; and(as I think) not only God's Rea- 
e ſon as in himſelf, but to our Reaſon, that is, 
to God's Reaſon, as communicated to us; 
N for by that only can we judge. 


d Theſe inward Dictates of Reaſon are 
S. called the Light of Nature, and ſo ſtand 
* diſtinguiſhed from Scripture or outward 


Revelation, whether revealed to us by our 

Lord and only Saviour Zeſus Chriſt, or 

by his Apoſtles that came after him, or the 
d. Prophets that were before him. 
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Now theſe do one and all of them a- 
gree unanimouſly clearly and expreſly, in 
atteſting and affirming the Truths above 
_ declared, concerhing the Nature of God; 
frequently preſſing, repeating, and incul- 
cating the ſane into us. And one of the 
Prophets exprelly urges us to ſhery durſelves 
Men ; reaſonable Men, without doubt he 
means. And the great Apoſtle of the Cen- 
tiles perſuades us to offer up our Souls and 
Bodies to God, as vr renſonnble Ser- 
| ice: And as a good Arpiument it is, and 
ſo all onr Services of God ought to be, and 
I think no Body will deny it. | 
Thus Faith and Reaſon weng Hand in 
Hand from the Beginning of the World, 
till the Time of the Goſpel, and I believe 
for a long Time after; and ought as I 
think, to have done fo to this Day, and 
to the End of the World. 
O How and when were they ſeparated? 
A. When Men firſt conceived that Je- 
ſus Chriſt, the Meſſenger of the Covenant 
between God and Man, and the Apoſtle 
or Ambaſlador of God, is God 225 
For this not ſeeming reaſonable, but ra- 
ther contrary to Senſe and Reaſon ; the 
Perſons thus conceiving, to avoid that 
ſeeming Imputation, did alledge and own, 
that it was indeed above Renſon, but yet 
affirmed by Revelation, and that confirm- 
ed by Miracles. 


But 
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But they proceed to ſay, that (altho this 
ſame JeſusChriſt be the very God of 1/rael, 
who ſaid, Thou ſhalt have no other God's 
but me, yet) he is alſo the Sou of that God. 

Now it muſt be admitted, that he is the 
Son of God, as he was begotten by the 
Holy Spirit, and born of a Virgin; for 
that it is expreſly ſaid in Scripture, that 
he ſhall, for that Reaſon, be called the 
Sa of God; and he is alſo called the 
Lord's Chriſt, and the Chrift of God, and 
the Sen of Man, and the Fir/#-born, from 
the Dead, and is ſet forth to be /ike unto 
Man in all T hings except Sin. 

But; this does not come up to what they 

| mean; this dath nat ſuffice them: For — 

| alſo ſay, he is of another Nature, Deus de 

| Deo, God of God, very God of very God. 

| They alfo ſay, that there is a Third, 
proceeding from God and the Son of God: 
Which they call in Engliſh,the Holy(zboft. 

: And that theſe T hree are One Cod, Ous 

, Eſſence, ne Subſtauce, One Spirit. 


The Light whereby they would be ſup- 
poſed to ſee this, is the Light of Revela- 
: tion, nat of Reaſon ; for they own it is a- 


bove Reaſon. But here, altho they have 

L diſcarded Reaſon, and adhere only to Re- 

5 velation, as to the Truth of what they 

t ſay; yet they ſeek, by Reaſon, to make 

x Senſe of it, and to make it intelligible to 
| reaſonable Creatures. 

t H 2 And 


Leſl 
and Stil- 
lingfleet. 
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And in order to that, they ſay, that 
theſe Three, are Three ſeveral and di- 
ſtinct Perſons in the Deity. 
But for this, they are told, they have 
no expreſs Scripture. 

Yea, ſay they, we have; for the ſeveral 
Characters in Scripture are perſonal. 

But ſuppoſing that they are; yet, ac- 


cording to themſelves, God himſelf is de- 


ſcribed in each, ſo the Characters may be 
perſonal, and yet not Three Perſons. 

Hnd here ariſes much Difference and 
Debate. 1 | 

For it is argued againſt them, that it 
is impoſſible, and a Contradiction to ſay, 
that there are Three Perſons in One God, 
who is but One Spirit. 

It is anſwered, No: It is no Contra- 
diction : For Deus eſt Deitas, and there 


may be more Perſons than One, in One 


Nature; for every Nature, ſay they, is 
One and Indivifible : And particularly, 
Humane Nature is ſo. Homo eft Huma- 
nitas, and yet there are many Perſons in 
Man; ſo no Contradiction. Right! 

But it is not every Perſon a Man? And 
don't that argue, that every Perſon is a 
God? 

It is anſwered; That this is indeed a 
common way of ſpeaking, as to Men ; 
but it is not ſtrictly true, and therefore 


not 


(.I 
not allowed of, as to God. Not true? 
not allowed of ! very well ! 8 

But don't the rational Humane Notion 
of a Perſon, include, and imply a diſtinct 
Subſtance ? | | 

And therefore, if in the vulgar Senſe 
'Three Perſons, 'Three Gods. 

The Conſequence is right, if the Sup- 
poſition be true, and if Reaſon be your 
Guide. 

For Reaſon hath already told the Truth, 
that there is but One God. And Reaſon 
can't contradi& her ſelf, and ſhe is fo 
ſtubborn that ſhe will not bear Contra- 
diction; and 7herejn ſays, the Suppoſition 
is not true, there are not 'Three Perſons 
in God. 

Therefore ſays another Set of Men, 
the Perſons are only Nominal and Rela- 
tive in God, who is One God, One Per- 


ſon really; the Three are only ſo in a reports is 


Claſſical and Critical Senſe. 
- But the Trinitarians adhere to it, that 
there are Three diſtinct Perſons in the 
Godhead; and that altho' the other Men 
of Reaſon, having firſt with them ſet out 
upon Scripture, as above Reaſon; yet 
finding themſelves plunged in Reaſon: 
the Sabe/lians on one Hand, have been 
compelled, by their Reaſonings, to hold 
only the nominal and relative Diſtinctions 
of Perſons in the Deity; the Arjans, I 


think, 


*. 4 
* 


Dr. Pear 


Jon. 


1 
think on the other Hand, are drove into 
Tritbeiſm The one Sect have in great 
meaſure reaſoned themſelves out of the 
Trinity, the other out of the Unity. 
And now the orthodox Trinitariaus, 110. 
call them, for diſtinction ſake, having 
alſo outgone both the Lights of Reaſon 
and Scriptnre, are forced, in Explanation 
of what (they ſay) the Scripture teaches, 
to make their Diſtinction too (by a ſtrong 
Imagination perhaps, and Creatian of 
'Terms never heard of before, either in 
Reaſon or Scripture) and to ſay, that 
they being ſure by Revelation (they will 
yet have it ſo) that there are Three Per- 
ſons in the Deity, it nugſt be (that is, to 
avoid the Rocks that the Sabellians and 
the Arians have already ſplit upon, and 
to ſail ſafe and clear between them) by 
way of modal Subfiſtenees, medal and 
yet real, not only nomi na and yet not 
Three Spirits neither. And that the firſt 
Perſon is God both originally and eternal- 
ly. That the Second is eterually begot- 
ten of God, and ſo his Son; that he is 
God alſo; yet not originally God, but by 
way of Communication, which, they ſay, 
is a proper Generation. And that the 
Third (tho' they call him ſometimes the 
Holy Spirit by way of Eminency, and at 
other times Holy Ghoft, which yet can- 
not be otherwife expreſſed either 2 

1 | Gree 
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Greek or Latin, but by ayor m menus ſpis = 
riras ſanctus, and fo is a Diſtinction 
without a Difference) is not what is 
commonly underſtood by a Spirit, but is an 3 
* Spiration from Father and Son, which, 
they ſay alſo, is a proper Perſonality, 
and ineommunicable. 1 
Shall we now attribute theſe dark and 
gloomy Explications to Reaſon or to 

evelation ? - | DVR, | 
They are ordered as the Produce of 
Reaſon by Neceſſity, It can't be other- 
wile, they ſay; and for this reaſon, that 
there can be no other way of Diſtinetion ig. 
of Perſons conceived in the Deity. And ; 
a ſtrong and good Argument it is againſt 
all other ways of Diſtinction. But from 
henee it is inferred, that therefore they 
muſt be ſo diſtinguiſhed. But what if the 
way of Diſtinction now propoſed, be al- 
ſo #nconceiveable! Doth not the ſame Ar- 
gument Hold good alſo, againſt this way 
of Diſtinction ? Yea ſurely : For they are 
upon the Topick of Reaſon only. And 
forme have the Modeſty to own, that 
theſe Explications are not Seriptural, nor Dr. Gy. 
r Sin cons ſtrel. 
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N. B. Hereby, aud by reduceing Modal Subfit- 
ance 20 4 Aſadus Subſiſtendi, it is plain that the 
@Philofopbick Trinity is the Ground of all. 
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it is ſuppoſed they do. And therefore 
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conceivable by human Underſtanding, and 
that the Notion or Idea which we have of 
God, is full and compleat without them. - 

But what is become of the Socini ans all 


this while ? Have they no part in this Con- 


troverſy 2 Or is any particular Favour in- 
tended, in not mentioning of them? No. 


They did not happen to fall into the 


right Line of the Diſcourſe. It. might 
indeed have been ſaid, that they are of 


a different Opinion from the ſeveral Sects 


above-mentioned, if they do (as is ſome- 
times alledged) believe that our Lord Je- 


| ſus Chriſt is a meer Man. And in ſuch 


Caſe, I do ſuppoſe them to be miſtaken 
therein, for that a meer Man is a Sinner; 
and according to the ancient Doctrine of 
Pre-exiſtence; is a {inning Angel, degrad- 
ed into a Man, with a poſſibility of Sal- 
vation upon Terms: But ſo our Saviour 
was not; he was indeed lite unto Man, in 
omnibus, Sin only, excepted ; but ſo. he 
may have been a glorified Angel, a ſpot- 
leſs Angel, and yet by voluntary Degra- 
dation become Man; fo far a Man or-like 
unto Man, as it is poſſible for one that 
is not a Sinner to be, to wit, in the Li te- 
neſs of ſinful Fleſh. But in either of theſe 
Caſes, whether as put by me, or ſuppoſed 
to be believed by the Socini ans, it cannot 
but be Taolatry to worſhip him as God, as 


I 


I diſtinguiſb myſelf from them, and the 
other Sects above mentioned, and from 
all Dxmon Worſhip, and from all Schemes 
of Inferiour and Superior Deęities, profeſ- 
fing et. 4 to be Chriſtinnus non Chri- 
ſticola, as may appear by my Tract enti- 
tled, The Sincere T houghts of a private 
Chriſtian, &c. whereunto I refer. | 

Soli Deo Gloria 


Here I had concluded: But on writing 
the Doxology, I thought this Queſtion 
might be asked me, Art thou then à 
Des t? Yea, I am, according to the genu- 
me Meaning of the Word, and as it ſtands 
in Contradiſtinction to an Atheiſt, and as 
all our Fathers were; but as that Mord is 
now uſed in another Senſe, and applied 
to thoſe, if any ſuch there be, who de- 
ny all revealed Religion, I do loudly 
declare, That I own the Revelations 
both of the Law and the Goſpel, 
and read them diligently as my Guide 
unto Salvation. I own and believe 
all the Articles of the Chriſtian Apoſto- 
lical Faith, and that there is no other 
Way of Salvation, But to know the 
only true God and Feſus Chrift whom , 1 
he hath ſent; and that as this Faith xvii. 3. 
or Knowledge will not be available to 


Salvation, without Repentance and A- 
neither will Mora- | 
I - ty 


mendment of Life, ſo 


CSS) 
lity fave a Man without this Faith. We- 
| Mat. v, are indeed commanded 70 be perfect as 
uit. our Father which is in Heaven is perfett: 
but we cannot attain to it: So Thanks 
Le to God, that, tho' the Goſpel requires 
it as a Lat or Rule of Life, yet it re- 
quires it not as a Covenant or Condition. 
of Salvation, which God Almighty free- 
Rom. iii. Iy beſtows upon us dwpizr, gratis, by 
oo his Grace and Favour, through the Re- 
demption which is in Jeſus Chriſt, who 
Tit.ii.14. hath redeemed us from Sin and Satan 
Rev. v. 4nto God: And whom God hath ſet 
Nom. ii. forth to be the Mercy-Seat in bis own. 
25. Flood. And by Faith in his Blood I 
= hope to be ſaved; yet not as a Solifidian; 
I have already warded againſt that. I 
will only add, that every one that belie- 
1 John v. Veth this ſhort and plain Matter of Fatt, 
1 to wit, that Jeſus is the Chriſt, is born 
of God: Which is the Sum Total of Faith 
required by the Goſpel*, and will be 
| N 


* Rom. x. 9. F thou ſhalt confeſs with thy Mouth 
the Lord Feſus, and ſhalt believe in thine Heart, that 
cd hath raiſed him from the Dead, thou ſhalt be 

aved. | | 
# See the Eunuch's Confeſſion of Faith, Acts viii. 37. 
- Johnxx. 3 1. But theſe( Signs or Miracles) are writ- 
ten, that ye might believe that Feſus is the Chriſt,the 
Son of God (the only Begotten from the Dead, Acts 
xiii. 33-) and that believing, ye might have Life 
through his Name. | Acts 


„ 

the f general Confeſſion of Faith at the 
Day of Judgment. And therefore J ap- 
prehend, that they are to blame, who 
deſpiſe this as a ſcanty Pattern of Faith: 
And when they can't make Senſe, of 
what they would ſeem to believe, they 
tell us, that God is Incomprehenſible; 
and that, becauſe what they ſay is above 
our Reaſon and Underſtanding, it is there- 
fore more /jkely to. be true; and ſo it is 
expected we ſhould exert our Faith, we 
ſhould believe what is unintelligible, or 
at leaſt not anderſtood by us, but rather 
ſeems to us to be impoſſible; as if it were 
in the Power of mortal Man to believe 
what he pleaſes. | 


I declare: then, both what 7 am not, 
and what I am. | 


I am not a Socinian. 
Not an Arian. 
Not a Sabelliam. 


——— — 


Acts viii. 16. And thy were baptized only in, &s 
into, the Name of the Lord Feſts. 

Gal. iii. 26, 27. I are all the Children of God, by 
Faith in Chriſt Feſus ; as many of you as have been 
baptized into Chriſt, have put on Chriſt. 

John i. 12. To them gave he Power to become the 
Sons of God, even to them that believe on his Name. 


A + Phil. i. 1 t. And every Tongue ſhallconfeſs that 
the Lord Feſus is Chriſt, to the Glory of God, the 
Father, q. d. the commecn Father of Men an Angels. 


„ Nor 
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Nor yet what is deemed an 
Orthodox Trinitari an. 


J am not an Idolater. 


Not a Worſhipper of ſuperior and 
inferior Deities. 

Not a Worſhipper of Demons. 

Not a Deiſt in any bad Senſe of 

| the Word. 

Not an Anti-Revelationer, 

Not an At heiſt. 

But an unfeigned Believer of the 
Goſpel. _ 

Not a Solifidian, 

But a true Chriſtian, that be⸗ 

lieves there is a Gov. 

And that Ixsus is the CnRIsr. 

The MExss1A RH. 


The Meſſenger of Gop's Cove- 
nannt. 


The Apoſtle or Ambalſador by 
G oD. 


The Anti-type of the Mercy- 
Seat. 


In whom the Godhead dwelt 
- bodily. * | 
Not a meer Man, but an unſin- 


Angel, in the Form of 
5 Fel 


* 


—_— 


— 


* I ſince find that I am more onbecbe, as to the 
Trinity, than I was aware of. See the Preface. 


except Sin. 
That he never was in the leaſt 


tainted with Original Sin. 
Nor yet an actual Sinner. 


But always faithful ang obedient 


To him that ſent him. 


To him that made * waar. 


Ul. Heb. iii. 2. 


Pſal. xcv. 6. O come let us * 5 | 
fall down, aud kneel before the Tots that 


made us, e . __ by Lord 


our Maker. | 
20 Januarii, 17 19. 
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And like unto Man in all Things, % 


” 
© 
: * 


Nuuz. | IL 


MAT. XIX. 17. 


= thou wilt enter into Life, keep the 
0 Commanamemts. 


1 HE wiſe Man tells us, Eccleſ. xii. 
| 13. That, to fear God and keep 
*© his Commandments, is the whole Dut 7 

Jof Man. Every Word or Comman 

© ment of God is pure (ſays the ſame 
* Author,) And the God of our Fathers, 
of Abraham, of Iſaac, and of Jacob, 
taught the Children of 1/rael, by his 


. | Servant 


of 


20h 


5 C70 ) 


Servant Moſes, © To keep the Command- 


©'to them or diminiſh from them, Deut. 
iv. 2, and xii. 32. And adds, Ch. xiii. 


& to prevent their being ſeduced to Ido/a- 


ty, that they ſhould not, in caſe of 


< ſuch Temptation, hearken, no not to tbe 


Words of a Prophet working Miracles; 


cc 


* for the Lord your God hereby proveth 
© vou, to know whether you love the 
Lord your God with all your Heart and 
ce Soul: But you ſhall fear God and keep 
“ his Commandments, and obey his Voice. 

Having therefore formerly obſerved, 
ple in holy Writ, for the paying of divine 
2 to Chriſt our Saviour, thè Apo- 


fte of God; and that the Worſhip paid 


to him, when on Earth, was Civil JVorſhip 
only and not Divine, even from firſt to 
laſt, from that Worſhip which was paid to 
him by the wiſe Men from the Eaſt, Mat. 
ii. although it was with Proſtrations and 
Oblations, to that paid to him in Mockery 
by the Soldiers before his Crucifixion, 
Mark xv. That this was all Cie Mor- 
ſhip, and was performed to him as King 
of the Fews. And the like was alſo 
paid to other Kings and Princes, and to 
Subjects and Servants, as Occaſion re- 
quired, Math. xviii. 23—29. But be- 
ing ſtill in Search of Truth, having not 


. given 


ments of their God, and not to add 


that there is neither Precept nor Exam- 


"TI 71 i). 
given-oyer my Enquiries * it, I. have 
conſulted Bp. Srilling fleet upon this Point. 
And he in bh Vindication of the Trinity, 
pag. 151, ſeems to- alight, the not having 
a divine Command for the Worſhip: of 
Chriſt, and the charging the Worſhippers 
of him, for that Reaſon, with Idolatry; 
ſaying, This is no very wiſe Notion of 
* Idolatry, which depends upon the Na- 
8 - ture o the Worſhip; and not on the. 
© mere poſitive Will of God.” And no 
ane being inſiſted on by the 
Biſhop, is to me an Admiſſion that there 
is none. | 
Now I think, that if God Almighty 
had not ſaid, © Thon ſhalt have no other 
4 Gods but me; and Thou ſhalt worſhip 
** the Lord thy God, and him only ſhalt 
* thou ſerve”; I ſay y, if this had ot 
been the Law of God, and the Puniſh- 
ment of Death annexed to the Breach | 
of it, Idolatry had not been a capital 
Crime; it. had not ſubjected us to any 
determinate Wrath and Puniſhment : For 
* Where there is no Law, there is no 
e ſuch Tranſgreſſion“, Rom. iv. 15. 
Indeed, as Idolatry frenifies the di- 
vine Worſhip of an Idol, or of any Thing 
or Perſon as God, which a Man knows 
not to be God, it may be deemed a Sin a- 
gainſt common Senſe and. Reaſon, as act- 
ing againſt a Man's own e 
an 


and aſeribing that to the Creature, which 
s due only to the Creator: But 
1 1 don't ſee, that to worſhip God 
dy and through an Image, would have 
© been a Sin, if it had not been forbid- 
But to come cloſer to the Biſhop: ' I 
fay, © That to worſhip Chriſt as God, 
«© not believing him to be fo, tho he 
* really were, which is one of Biſhop 
Pearſon's Ivftances of Idolatry, © is, I 
think, an Inſtance of Idolatry, not 
depending on the Nature ef the Wor- 
* ſhip, but on the Mind and Thoughts of 
the Perſon worſhipping. Yet to wor- 
« ſhip Chfiſt as God, believing him to 
_ © be fo, if he really be not, is Idola- 
« try, even the ſame as to worſhip the 
+ Sun, Moon and Stars, believing them to 
be Gods. N | 
But ory then are we to be judged in 
theſe Caſes? Are we to be judged by 
the written Law of God, o are we to 
be judged by philoſophical Arguments, 
touching the Nature of the Things or 
. Perſons fo worſhipped, whether they be 
Gods or no? © By the Law, moſt cer- 
« tainly*. For they that have ſinned in 
the Law, ſhall Fe judged by the Law, 
Rom. ii. 12, Or elſe the determinate Pu- 
niſhment, which is the Santtion of the 
Law, can't juſtly be inflicted, FR 


* = 
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And God expreſly declares by his Ser- 
vant Moſes, Deut. xvii. 2, 3. If there 


be found among you within any of thy 


Gates, which the Lord thy God giveth 
* thee, Man or Woman that hath wrought 
* Wickedneſs in the Sight of the Lord 
thy God, in tranſgreſſing his Covenants, 
and hath gone and ſerved other Gods, 
and worſhipped them, either the Sun, 
or Moon, or any of the Hoſt of Heaven, 
which I have t commanded, ſhall be 
* ſtoned with Stones till he die.” See 
here now, the Sin of Tdolatry is tranſ- 


8 8 8 8 8 


greſſmg the Covenants of God, doing 


what God hath not commanded. And by 
thoſe Words of ſerving other Gods, it is 
as it were admitted or implied, that they 
were Gods which they ſo worſhipped; at 
leaſt that they thought them ſo, though 
in Fat? they were not; yet it is not laid 
to their Charge, © that they were not 
Gods,” but the Crime laid to their Charge 
is, the Tranſgreſſing of the Law of God, 
the Breach of his Covenant, the do- 
ing what he had not commanded); their 
* Diſobedience was their Tranſereſſion, 
and for that they were to die; Death was 


the Puniſhment annexed (not to their 


wrong Fudements, as Philoſophers, but) 
to the Brearh of that Law, which com- 
manded them not to ſerve other Gods. 
That they went beyond the Command- 

K 0 ment 3 
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* ment, That was their Fault.” And 
T heedore Beza, in his Annotations upon 
the Text, ſays, © That all Religion and 
** all Worſhip not commanded, is hereby 
* forbidden.” x 
Well, but how ſtand we now under the 
CG:/pel Diſpenſation? For what hath been 
ſald relates only to the Law of Moſes. 
Why, the /ame Law, is till in force, 
etabliſhed, ratified and confirmed even by 
o. Saviour himſelf, who came not to 
deſtroy or annul the Law and the Pro- 
phets, and who expre//y taught, © That 
** he that will enter into Life into ter- 
* nal Life, muſt keep the Command- 
% ments, Mat. xix. 17. Eternal Death 
and Damnation being now become the 
© Sanfticn of thoſe Laws. And being 
templed of Satan to Idolatry, he skreen- 
ed and grarded himſelf by this Com- 
mandment, Thou ſhalt worſhip the 
Lord thy God, and him only thalt thou 
% ſerve,” Mat. iv. 10. Ihe firſt Com- 
mandment is ſtill in force, Thou ſhalt 
_ © have no other Gods but me'. And 
the ſame God Almighty hath, by his Son, 
made of a Woman, Gal. iv. 4. even by 
his Apoſtle Chriſt Jeſus,- Heb. ili. 1. 
* commanded us, when we pray, to ſay, 
* Our Father, Lnke xi. 2. And thus to 
* direct our Prayers, both in publick, 
* Mat. vi. 9. and in private, ver. 6. En- 
ter 


— 
* ter into thy Cloſet, and when thou 
haſt ſbut the Door, Pray unto thy Fa- 
ether, thy heavenly Father, who is in 
* Heaven.” Have we not all oze Father, 
ſays the Prophet, Ma/achy ii. 10. Hath 
not one God created us? The one God 
* and Father of all,” ſays the Apoſtle of 
the Gentiles, Epheſ. iv. 6. Again, Io 
* us there is but one God, even the Fa- 
* ther, 1 Cor. viii. 6. who hath always 
been acknowledged as our Father, not 


only by the Zezws but alſo by the Gentiles, 


and in ſome meaſure even by all Heathens, 
who ſo deſcribed their God, (viz. Jupi- 


ter, Marſpater, &c.) as always to include p,ayſz. 


the Name of Father, as their moſt popu- 
lar and univerſal Notion. So that the 
firſt Article of our Creed hath been, 71 
this Senſe, the Faith of all Mankind from 
the Creation of the World. And in this 
Senſe, © I believe in God, the Father, 
* Almighty, Maker of Heaven and Earth; 
* and to him, and to him only, I direct 
c“ my Prayers,” according to our Saviour's 
ſtanding Form and Pattern of Prayer. 
And the whole Goſpel, and all our Sa- 
viour's Diſcourſes therein, are a Comment 
upon it. © Ged is his Father and our 
Father, my Father and thy Father; of 
* whom the whole Family in Heaven and 
* Farth is named, Fpheſ. ii. 19. Chriſt 
in Heaven and the Saints on Earth, who 
K 3 are 


(75) 
are all one Body, with Chriſt their Head. 
«© We are the Hong of God and the Diſci- 
« ples of Chriſt'; and as ſuch, we are 

et further, Commanded to pray to 

* the Father, even the Almighty God, in 
* the Name of Chriſt And whatever we 
* ſo ask, God will give it us, John xvi. 
« 23, c. And the Promiſes and Aſſu- 
rances hereby made and given to us, are 
dependent upon this very Condition, © If 
ee we ask them of the Father in his 
% Name.” And fo runs the laſt and 
ſummary Prayer in the Communion- Ser- 
vice, © that God would grant what we 
e have faithfully ask'd in his Son's Name, 
* according to his Will and Command- 
* ment.” And ſo runs the ſtahding Bid- 
ding Prayer preſcribed by the Canon, and 
which is or ought to be »ſed by every 
Preacher before every Sermon, as In- 
ſtruct ions to the Congregation, always to 
Pray in the Name and Words of Chriſt to 
our Father which is in Heaven; not to 
Chriſt, but jin his Name, and to his and 
our Father. 

And this now appearing to me to be 
the Sum and Subſtance of all the Com- 
mandments of God, contained either in 
the Lato or the Goſpel; either in the Old 
or New Teſtament. And being fully per- 
ſuaded hereby, and not ſeeing or hearing 
any other Precept relating hereunto, than 


as 


) 
| 


1 
as is above-mentioned, .I ſhall, and do, 
with Boldneſs, determine, not to add 
«© to it, or diminiſh from it“, but con- 
clude in Words borrowed from the Pro- 
phet Balaam, that (notwithſtanding m 

former Practice) © If any Man woul 

«© now, give me his Houſe full of Gold 
* and Silver, I will not go beyond the 
© Words of the Lord my God, to do 
either more or leſs, Numb. xxii. 18. For 
I am perſuaded, that no Pretence what- 


ever, no real Sacrifices, even to the very 


God of Iſrael, will Fail or excuſe the 
ſo doing.. As is, I think, apparent in 
the Caſe of Saul, 1 Sam. xv. who being 
commanded by God, by the Mouth of 
his Prophet Samuel, to deſtroy the Ama- 
lekites, and all their Cattle with them, yet 
reſerved the beſt of the Sheep and Oxen 
for Sacrifice. And though theſe were re- 
ſerved tobe lain, in Sacrifice to the Loyd 
his God, and Saul relying hereupon, ju- 
ſtified himſelf to the Prophet, inſiſting up- 
on it more than once, that he had obeyed 


the Voice of the Lord his God, 9. 13. 


and 20. yet this was adjudged a Breach 
of the Commandment, and that is in 
holy Writ called Rebellion, and that Re- 
bellion was both Mitcbheraft and Idolatry, 
I don't ſay as Idolatry; for the Word 
[as] in our Tranſlation being in a diffe- 
rent Character, ſhews it not to be in the 

ori- 
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original Text; and therefore, according to 
the original Text, I ſay, it was Idola- 
* try”, 0. 23. although the Sacrifice ſo to 
be ſlain, was declared and intended to 
be offered to the very God of Jſrael. And 
this is another Inſtance of Idolatry, not 
depending on the Nature of the Wor- 
ſhip, but on the Breach of the Command- 
ment, on the meer Will and Judgment of 
God; and that, although it was only 
deſigned, but not executed. And, if af 
ter all, this ſhall ſtill be deemed no very 
wiſe Notion of Idolatry; yet I hope it 
may be accounted a wiſe Notion of Obe- 
dience, to keep within the Verge of the 
Commandments, and ſo toentrench, © as 
not to go beyond the Words of the 
* Lord our God, but to obey his Voice 
* and neither to add nor to diminiſh, 
* Dent. iv. 2. and xii. 3 2. but ſtrictly to 
* adhere to it; becauſe to obey is bet- 
** ter than Sacrifice, and to hearken than 
* the Fat of Rams, 1 Sam. xv. 22. And 
as to my former ei Practice, I heartily 
repent of it, and humbiy ask Pardon and 
Forgiveneſs of Almighty God for his Mer- 
cies ſake, and for the ſake of the Lamb 
of God, that takes away the Sins of the 
World, acknowledging my very great 
Fault to be, that I dic not ſo duly con- 
ſider it as I ought to have done; that I 
made Religion only a Bye-work, and = 
the 


the grand Buſineſs of my Life; but di- 
vided my Time, as the wicked Part of the 
World generally does, between Buſineſs 
aud Pleaſure; not allowing a due Pro- 
portion of Time to Religion; hoping, 
nevertheleſs, that the want of Literature 
may be ſome Allevation of the Crime, 
together with the Prejudices of Educa- 
tion, and the common current Opinion and 
Practice of the World, and that © I be- 
„ lieved as the Church believed, and o- 
© beyed thoſe my ſpiritual Guides that 
* had the Rule over me,” Heb. xiii, 17. 
which yet I think will not, cannot juſtify 
me in any Faith or Practice, contrary to 
the Tenor of the Goſpel, © in going be- 
< yond the Commandment of God,” I 
will therefore, from henceforth, be more 
careful in ſearching the Scriptures; and 
will, by the Help and Grace of God, 
make uſe of thoſe Faculties which God 
hath endued me with: And will endea- 
vour to ſee with my own Eyes, and not 
to give my Judgment of Aſſent to what 
is not evident to me; for as it is a 
Maxim among the Philoſophers, that 
Evidence ought to be maintained in all 
their Reaſonings; ſo my © Faith ought 
* alſo to be built and grounded upon 
clear Evidence; and 1 ought not, it 
may be, to give my Judgment of Aſſent to 
any Thing, that is not ſo clear and — 

| ent 
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dent to me, as that I cannot with-hold 
my Aſſent, without the ſecret Reproof 

my own Conſcience ; but until it be 
ſo evident, I ought, as 1 think, to ſuſpend 
my Aſſent; and then I ſhall not err. For 
I do think, that a Man is accountable for 
Error, and that the Sin of Error lies, in 
affenting without clear Evidence; for if I 
flent only to what is clear and manifeſt 
to me, this muſt needs be a right Judg- 
ment; but if I affent, to what is not 
evidently ſo, I am in the Wrong, in aſ- 
ſenting to it, befere it 7s ſo; in taking up 
with a glimmering uncertain Light, a 
doubtful, and fo, for aught I know a 
falle Appearance, and in giving a raſh 
and haſty Judgment. So that poſſibly 
there may be no /tncere Error, notwith- 
ſtanding the modern Diſputes touching 
the fame. | Sa nah 
God Almighty give me a due At- 

tention of Mind, and a right 

Judgment in all Things. 


April 11. 


1720. 


Ever 
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Ever Honoured S1 R, As 
A Bout Six Weeks ago I took the 
+> Liberty of Writing to you, as to 
a ſpiritual Guide, upon the Subject Mat- 
ter of your Sermons; wherein I propo- 
ſed to you, according to your Demand, 
another Scheme, ſupported not only by 
Demonſtration, as I think, but alſo by 
Preſcription, and ſo far as Reaſon pre- 
ſcribes by Poſſeſſion too. And the Scrip- 
ture alſo pleads Prefcription and Poſſeſ- 


— vw 


ſion for 500 Years before the Com- 13300. 


mencement of your Schemes. And © I 
* hold myſelf in Hand, that, having 
** ſet this Scheme in its naked Simplici- 
ee ty, and endeavoured to clear it of its 
*© moſt conſiderable Objections, and ſub- 
* mitted it to your own. impartial Judg- 
* ment,” you will be pleafed, in your own 
good Time, to vouchſafe an Anſwer; for 
I aman impartzal Enquirer, and am even 
deſirous to be confuted, if I am in the 
Wrong; and ſuch my Defires, I think, 
are manifeſt by my Applications 20 pon, 
that are ſo well read, and have particu- 
larly applied yourſelf to the Point in 
5 But I take 0 Part with any 


of your Opponents; for I do think _ 
L . 


„ 
if there could be no other Scheme pro- 
d, but the Three you mention, the 
Third ought to take place. But my 
Letter being ſent by the Stage-Coach (I 
ask your Pardon for it, I had no other 
Opportunity) I am in ſome Doubt whe- 
ther it came to Hand or not. And I do 
therefore deſire to know the Truth of it, 
that if it did, I may be eaſy, and wait 
with Patience; and if it did not, I may 
ſend you another 'Tranſcript of it, if you 
pleaſe, and by ſuch a Hand as you ſhall 

direct, fy 
Jan, ö 
Reverend S1 x, &c. 


July 26. „. 


1720. N * | 0 


Hiereupon I received a Letter from the 
octor, dated Aupuſt 9. 1720. 25 
And I wrote to him again the fol- 
lowing Letter of Auguſt 16. 


— 
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LETTER III. 


Reverend Six, 


1 Acknowledge the Honour done me 

by yours of the Ninth Inſtant, now 
in Hand, but being from Home I had it 
not till Saturday Night; I was alſo out 
upon a Viſit near Guilſord, when I wrote 
my Second Letter to you, wherein I 
committed a great Blunder, and thereby, 
I perceive, have led you into a Miſtake 
of my Meaning: For being willing to 
give you ſome light into the Purport of 
my former Letter, which might poſſibly 
not then be come to Hand, I endeavour- 
ed at a ſummary Account of it, and 
more particularly, of what I had offered 
upon your Sermon of the Unity, from Rea- 
ſon, and alſo from Revelation; which I 
ſuppoſed to have retained its Primitive 
Senſe and Meaning for near 1500 Years 
before the Death of Herod; and this I 
called in that Second Letter, Preſcrip- 
tion and Poſſeſſion for 15 00 Years before 
the Commencement of your Schemes : 
It may be not very properly expreſled ; 
but then, upon Review, here comes the 
greater Blunder ; I altered it from x500 
to 500, © the Blockhead can't be con- 
* cealed,” I doubted, whether it were 
only 500 or 1500 Years betzween the Law 


and 


6545 
and the Goſpel. So I have reaſon to ask 
your Pardon, and that you will be plea- 
ſed to lay by my Second Letter. - I have 
had the Effet of it, and intended no more 
thereby than what I have before expreſled 
in my Firſt Letter. All your Schemes are 
built upon our Engliſb Tranſlation, © That 
the Word was God, which I apprehend 
to be reading of the Scripture backwards, 
and have offered Regen to ſupport it. 
App. Sect. 1. And ] there admit that Er- 
ror to be very ancient, (Ante-Nicene; 
if you pleaſe,) and ſo far you may hold 
your Scheme by Preſcription and Poſſeſſion 
to this Day, but not without continued 
Claims laid in againſt you. And all Claim- 
ants being upon one Bottom, with diffe- 
rent Superſtructures, your Arguments 
againſt each other are, as it were, ad ho- 
mines, and may be ſuppoſed not to have 
the ſame Force againſt others, who build 
not yon the ſame Foundation. And 
your firſt and ſtrongeſt Arguments againſt 
the Sabe/lians, are Inſtances of it: But 
beſides that, I have endeavoured, as to 
many particular Texts of Scripture. to 
ſhew what I take to be the true Senſe of 
them. What I offer in general is in 
Abatement of theſe Controverſies, App, 
Seck. 1. And if the learned Apoſtle 
has given Judgment in Point, As 


- EC 


* XVI. and Rom. ili. 25. And if the 
"I | Com- 


n 


© Commandments of God are ſtrictly to 
ebe adhered to, without adding ar di- 
* miniſhing. And if the Firſt and great 
« Commandment, in Conjunction with 
“ Reaſon, have any Force; nay, if ei- 
ther one of theſe prevail, it will be an 
Anſwer to all the ſcattered and occaſio- 
nal Texts. I would crave leave to ſay 
another Word, That what you offer as 
to our Saviour being properly Creator; 
beſides that it is effectually anſwered by 
my Paraphraſe, ſeems to interfere with 
Athanaſius, and to confound the Perſons. 
And I obſerve, that there is alfo © a new 
** Creature, a new Goſpel Creation, where- 
by we are created in Jeſus Chriſt unto 
* good Works, ” EN 
As to the Requeſt of your Letter, 
which I am ha to ſerve you in, we 
have no Expectations, (5c. er 
Jam, good, SIR, 
Dur reſpetiful humble Servant, 
Auguſt 16. 1720. W. S. 


P. S.“ I do alſo acknowledge and ad- 
mire your Condeſcenſion and great 
© Readineſs, with Aſſurances of your 
Aid in this grand Affair. 


cc 


After this we had a perſonal Confe- 

' rence in September. | 
And I wrote again, October 4. the fol- 
lowing Letter. 1 


[ 
{ 
k 
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LETTER IV. 


Thank Jus good S1 R, for the Two 
Hours 


ee and friendly Converſation 
which I had with you at Kenſington. It 
was a great Diſappointment to me, that I 
could have no-more; but you will more 
than make it up to me by Letters; and you 
will be pleaſed, you ſay, to give me your 
Thoughts upon what I have wrote in the 
firſt Section of my Appendix, and on the 
firſt Five Verſes of St. John's Goſpel, and 
upon my Paraphraſe thereof ſent to you ; 
and whether the AG. therein mentioned, 
be to be underſtood as a Perſon and pro- 
per Co- efficient of the World with the com- 
mon Father of us all, the Maker of Heaven 
and Earth, or as an eſſential Attribute of 
that ſame Father; by which I don't mean 
a mere Power or Operation, but of the Sub- 
ſtance of God; the Archetypal World, the 
Objett of the Eternal Mind, even before 
Creation, and the Exemplar of all Crea- 
tures. This, I think, is the firſt thing that 
you propoſed to go upon. And if you ſhall 
be pleaſed to enlarge your Paraphraſe, by 
carrying it on to the End of the firſt Five 
Verſes, it may give me a better View; for 
at preſent, I really think, that according ta 


your Doctrine of Perſonality and Co-efhci- 


ency, the latter Verſes will be unintelligi- 
ble. But 
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But inaſmuch as this may require 
Time and Length of Argument, this Que- 
ſtion not being as yet, in any manner, diſ- 
cuſſed by you and your Opponents; in- 
aſmuch as you all take it for granted, 
S. 1. p. 17. That St. Zobn hath here cal- 
led the ay ©. God. So that, © in what 
<« Senſe he hath ſo called it,” hath been 
your only Queſtion; and this your funda- 
mental Text in your own Senſe of it, is 
ſtill brought in, upon all Occaſions, to 
ſupport your Arguments, 

7 humbly therefore crave of you, firſt,to 
give me a Specimen of Sincerity, without 
a Biaſs, * ſuch as you ſeem to think, I 
have not (which I do not in any manner 
take ill) but hope you have. And 
in order to the Diſcovery thereof, I pray 
you will be pleaſed to review what you 
have wrote, S. 2. p, 53, 54+ on 1 Cor. viii. 
6. firſt reading, it you pleaſe, the fourth 
and fifth Verſes of that Chapter. There 
« is, ſays the Apoſtle, none other God 


CC | 


but One; for tho' there be that are 
called Gods [ by the Gentiles | whether 
in Heaven Oedt] or on Earth Daimo- 


* N. B. The Doctor, in one of his Letters, believes 
me to be ſincere and impartial as moſt Men, making 
Allowances for ſuch Prejudices as are apt to fteal 
upon any of us, without perceiving it. But in ano- 
ther, he calls it ſtrict Sincerity. 

Fg 


© nes 
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* v as there be (according to the Gen- 
tiles) Gods many, and Lords many 
© FLords Agents]”. Now obſerve the 
fixth Verſe, © But to us | that are con- 
< yerted, to us Chriſtians | there is but 
© One God, the Father, and One Lord 
© Jeſus Chriſt”, I read it 7hus, and 
without the reſpective Attributes, that we 
may the better obſerve the Antitheſis. 
And now L, pray Sir, tell me freely, whe- 
cher 5 yet think that God, the Father, 


and Jeſus Chriſt, are equally oppoſed to 

many and Lords many. I think they 
are only reſpeftively oppoſed : © They, 
the Centilet, had many Gods, we have 
* but One. They had many Lords, A- 
gents, we have but one Mediator. This 
I think, is evidently and naturally the 
genuine Senſe of the Text. And thus I ex- 
plained it before, inc. Thong hts, p. 38. 
and inſiſted upon it, as St. Pauls Deter- 
mination, that Cd only, to whom are all 
— is the ſole and proper Object of 
Worſhip; the Father only, and not Jeſus 
Chriſt. And now, in Want of Ammimi- 
tion of mine own, and to ſhew the Stea- 
dineſs of my Mind and Thoughts, I crave 
Leave to turn your own Cannon upon 
you, s That thus, and thus only, can 
© St. Paul's Reaſoning in that Chapter, be 
* made to hang together; and, I think, 
your Word Infa/libly, is alſo on my 
Side, 
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ſide, excluſive of Iſinuations and Inti mas 
ion to the contrary, For your auxiliary 
Texts, ſo I call them, they being called 


Ar Aid, prove that the Text itſelf, ſing- 


Y could not bear your Expoſition. As to 
that of Rom. ix. 5. ſee the ſeventh Section 
of the Appendix. As to that of Rom. 
xi. 36. they are plainly ſpoke of God, 
and accordingly you quote them as ſpoke 
of the Father only; and they may be 
underſtood in the moſt general and e 
tended Senſe of the Words, even uß to 


the original Creation of all Things, if yon 


pleaſe, And I admit that theſe ſame 
Words | by whom are all Things T are 
Bere ſpoken of Jeſus Chriſt. I freely ad- 
mit it, there is no denying of it; but moſt 


evidently in a Senſe far different from 


the other. By whom, here, can only 
* ſignify, by whoſe Agency, (according 
* to the Centils Phraſe) and by whoſe 
Mediation and Interceſſion (in the 
ee Phraſe of a Chriſtian) are all I hings 
* relating to our eternal Salvation, as 
* Chriſtians; it can go no farther. And 
the Scope and Intent of the 'Text and of St, 
Paul's Reaſoning here, can bear no other 
Senſe. I am ſure, I think, it can't; for, 
I would in Modeſty, correct my Aſſer- 
tion, as thinking that in gaod Manners to 
you I ſhould not be ſo confident, but that 
if I were not, I ſhould not be Vucere. 
M 


And 
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And J am perſuaded; arid I think I have 
a right Notion of you, “ that what you 
* have even in publick Controverſy de- 
* clared,” if in your private Opinion, 
upon ſecond Thoughts, you be ſince con- 
*Preface yinced, © will not be a Bar to the“ ob- 
wy ” 3 taining of a Victory over yourſelf 
F< and your Opponents, by the finding 
* out of Truth, for ich you and they 
too are and ought only to be concer- 


4 

- And you may likewiſe, at the ſame 
time, if you be ſo diſpoſed, ſet 'down 
your Conſiderations on St. Paul's Diſ- 
courfe with the Athenians, Ads xvii. up- 
on the /ame Subject, which J have inſiſted 

upon as 7udgment in Point. 
1 I had alfo Thoughts of crowding in 
that other Ozeſtion, meritioned in my firſt 
Letter, Whether Jeſus Chriſt as God- ' 
* man, or on any other Principle or 
Suppoſition than as in my Appendix, 
Sect. 9. can be truly and with good 
Senſe ſaid to be Man, or like unto 
Man in all Things. Sin only excepted.” 
And it I have not laid you out to much 
Trouble already, I would deſire your 
Anſwer to it, becauſe I take it, there 
is ſach a moral Probability included in 
the general Aſſertion, with a ſingle Ex- 
ception only, that hath an irreſiſtable 
Strength, not cnly little ort of the 
ſtricteſt 


cc 
cc 
cc 


cc 
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< ſtricteſt Demonſtration, but as evident 
* to the Wiſe and the Conſiderate as a 
«© thouſand Demonſtrations; and fo af- 
* fecting an ingenuous Mind, as to 27 
** our Aſſent as infallibly and more agree- 
* ably than Demonſtration.” The Rhe-_ 
torick, Sir, is your own, p. 83. 90. the 
Application of it only mine; and I am 
for this Reaſon alſo for pſt poning the 
more ſolemn Argument till you have. 


—_— Res ad 


-w 


W 


taken this Load of Demonſtrationt off 
my Hands. . 1-1-0 

And ſuch another Load is the OCueſtion 
which I propoſed upon my laſt Paper 


laid before you, Whether fo to direct 


“our Prayers, Gc.“ as is therein men- 

tioned © be a ffrict Adherence and O- 

** bedience to the Commandments of God 

7 by Chriſt without adding or diminiſh- 
ing. 

You may be pleaſed, Sir, to anſwer all 
or any of theſe Propoſitions in your own 
due Time and Method; and I doubt not 
but you will, and with the“ ſame Rea- 
* dineſs and Condeſcenſion that you have 
profeſſed, both by Letter and by Nord 
of Mouth.“ And for which 
SE Jam, Reverend. Sir, 

Your much obliged bhumbleServant, 
2 | | W. 5. 
N. B. I wrote the following Letter O. 


22d, tho I had yet no Anſwer to that of 
the 4th of October. | 


M 2 3 
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Reverend Sir, 


rightly you ob/erve to. me that I am as 
much concerned. to anſwer to myſelf, at 
leaſt you ſay, your Reaſons, as to require 


mon, by way of Paraphraſe upon the 


clude yours, and ſhall in few Words af- 
terwards endeavour to ſupport them. 


PAR AP HRA s E. 


% humble and lowly Mind, v. 3. this 
* ſame loving and charitable Mind, o. 2, 
* a Mind not only regarding your own 
*- preſent or immediate Welfare, but al- 

* ſo the common Good and Welfare of 

* all Mankind, . 4. be in you, which 

* was alſo in Chriſt Jeſus, v. 5. who be- 
See App. ce ing a glorified Angel, and in the peace- 
% © able and quiet and full Enjoyment and 
Fruition of Bliſs and Glory with the 


Eternal God and common Father of 
Angels 


CC 
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Wait with | Patience your much dee 
L fired Anſwer to my former Letters ; 
but pondering in the mean Time how 


Anſwers to mine own: And to ſhew you 
that I do fo, I preſume to lay before you. 
a View of my T houghts on your 5th Ser- 


Text, in the ſame Manner that you con- 


«© PP}. 2. Let this Mind, . 5. this 


CT.) * * 5 A PAY * FAY * "a a _ * EO . 


ö 
; 
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Angels and Arch-Angels, and as happy, 
if I may be allowed fo to ſpeak, as God 
could make him, or as God himſelf, to. 
„ wit entirely happy, and ſo more like 
© a God than a Creature, ©, 6, yet not 
« thinking. of himſelf more hi diy than 


** he ought to think, 9. 3. ha A the. 
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* leaſt Thought, Provocation e 


(c 


tation, by Reaſon of any Pride or Va- 
nity latent or lurking in him, to make 
any Pretences or Claims of being e- 
qual with God himſelf, v. 6. his God 
and Father, whereby to rob him of his 
Honour, having ſeen the fatal and 
dreaded Conſequences of Pride in the 
Fall of Lucifer and his Angels; and. 
that an Hell was immediately prepared 
for them, and ſome Soca? irrever{i:- 
bly, it may be, to have their Portions, 
there for ever, though with a Ceſat 
Executio for a Seaſon, yet reſerved, 
in everlaſting Chains under Darkneſs 
till the Judgment of the Great Day, 
Jud. 6. Others ſet by as Objects of 
Merey, degraded, and dethroned, and 
made a new Species of Creatures called 
Man, ſuch as we are, with a Poſſibili- 
ty of Salvation upon Terms, their for- 
mer Sins being all remitted, and ſs 


made upright, that is to ſay, fer retti Fel. 
in Cur. And having - forfeited this Rom. 29. 


Polity, by relapſing into the Ser- 


ce vice 
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vice of Sin and Satan, were again and 
* in all Appearance irrecoverably alſo 
* loſt and undone :. But v. 7. this ſame 
& Jeſus Chriſt, this happy, this glorious, 
* this ſinleſs Angel, not ſo much regar- 
cc ding his own preſent Bliſs, . 4. as the 
« Eternal Good and Welfare of an innu- 
c merable Company of Souls, that muſt 
© otherwiſe have died and been damned 
ce to all Eternity; therefore to obtain for 
ce them another Poſſibility. of Salvation, 
* ſubmitted himſelf to be degraded and 
6e diveſted of his Glory, o. 7. And tho 
« himſelf free from Sin, yet he took up- 
* on him the Form of a, Servant of Sin. 
* And being, v. 8. in the Likeneſs of 
_ © {inful Fleſh, of that wicked Creature 
* Man, he yet farther humbled himſelf, 

and became obedient unto Death, e- 
© ven the Death of the Croſs, for us Men 
* and for our Salvation. Wherefore, g. 
* 9. God alſo hath highly exalted him, 
Oc. He was not only magnified, praiſed, 
and exalted by Men and Angels, but he 
was really exalted 5 God himſelf, and 
88 of Gd, and by the Right 
Hand of God, and to the Right Hand of 
Power, and of God, and above his Fel- 
lows, Acts ii. 33. By the Right Hand of 
God exalted. Acts v.31. Him bath God ex- 
alted with his Right Hand. Rom. viii. 34. 
IV hots even at the right Hand of Cod. Mark 
xiv. 62. Te fall ſee the Son of Man ſitting 


cc 


cc 


ON 


Exaltation, then the Conſequence will be, F165. 
that the Perſon ſo exalted was not God. 


ſeem by this that the A, b was very 
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onthe Right Hand of Pozger.Phil. ii. . Cod 5 | 


hath highly exalted him. Heb. 1. 9. Thy | 
God hath anointed thee with the Oyl of by 
Gladneſs, above thy Fellows. ' 
And if a proper Exaltation can be ex- 
preſs'd in unexceptionable Words, ſurely 
theſe Texts in their united Force do ex- 
preſs it: And if Divine Nature be not (as 
you rightly ſay and admit) + capable of Serm. 5. 


But neither can Divine Nature (as you Serm. 5. 
truly urge) anpty or degrade it ſelf; and p. 68. 
therefore when the Apoſtle affirms that 59. 
he did empty himſelf, * he muſt be ſup- 

*© poſed, you ſay, not really to have emp- 
tied himſelf, but only in Appearance, 

<« that he till was in the Form of God, 

c and only concealed himſelf and his Glo- 

« ry to converſe as a Man.” It ſhould 


unfortunate in his Expreſſion, both of the 
Humiliation and Exaltation of our Savi- 
our, and yet his Hand and his Heart too 
were guided by the Holy Spirit of God; 
and © it appears from the Text, that the 


— 


Origen underſtanding the whole paſſage of this 
Man Chriſt Jeſus, «whoſe Soul he ſuppoſed to have 
Periſbed, interprets, that he did not aſſume or co- 
vet to be Honoured as God. 


: | is ſelf- 


| (95s) N 
| * Ser. 5. © ſolf-ſame * Perſon aud Nature was both 
| P. 174. © emptied and exalted.” And fo this ve- 
1 ry Text of yours is a g¹ile Proof againſt 
| the Aſſertion of your Sermons: And I 
doubt not but the Exaltation in the Text 
was, not only a kind of new Jnoeſtiture, 
| but as real and proper an Exaltation as 
} was that of the A of Cod to Mount Si- 
3 bn Nor would any Body elſe doubt of 
| it, if there were no Hypotheſis to ſerve; 
| Ser. 1. but where there is, © if the obez70us and 
b F+ F natural f Meaning of a Text, or of ne- 
* ver ſo many Texts, and ngver ſo clear- 
* ly, and plainly, and fully expreſſed, 
c happens to ſtand in the Way of it, 
* Pains muſt, they ſay, and will be ta- 
© ken to perplex the Texts, and darken 
the Evidence of them, and to reduce 
© them from the proper, to ſome other, 
Senſe or rather fond Imagination, as in 
the Words before us, even the plain 
Morde of the greateſt and moſt learned 
Apoltle ; and thoſe frequently inculcated, 
and confirm d in other Places of Scrip- : 
ture. And fo alſo do they deal zwirh the 
Words of God himſelf, even when he de- 0 
'+ ſcribes to us his 0275 Nature; Jam, which 1 
Words are Perſonal and in the ſingulr « 
Number, if any Words can be ſo; as al- c 
fo when he lays the Foundation of all Re- 
ligion, Thou ſhalt have no other Gods 
* but me, and me only ſhalt thou ſerve,” 
| which 


9 


TE ET 

which is ſtill the ſame ſingle Perſon, if 
God Almighty's own Words have any 
Senſe or Meaning ; and which, in Con- 


junction with the ſecret Whiſpers of the 


Almighty, the fill Voice of God, called 
Reaſon, is, without doubt, the ſtrongeſt 
Evidence that can be, the redoubled Teſti- 
mmony of the ever-living God, that cannot 
lye. But yet this is not Proof againſt an 
Hypotheſis ; which rather than part with, 
they'll not ſo much as liſten ro hi Voice 
of God, called Reaſon, but turn a deaf 
Ear to it, and ſoar above it; and not 
ſtopping here, they'll proceed to charge 
God's own plain Words with mental Re- 
ſervation, I think, as ſpoken under hidden 
Myſteries and Salvoes; and ſuch as were 
never dreamt of, in Thouſands of Years 
after the firſt Publication of Them ; buf 
now lately deviſed in Compliance with 
their Hypotheſis; yet ozwning and ac- 
knowledging, at the ſame Time, that the 
Texts do run in the perſonal Character, 
and conſequently do more than ſeem to 
* exclude all Perſons but one from being 
God, and from having any Right or 
Title to Religions Worſhip, or any De- 
* gree of it; and that this is ſo plain 
© too as to be ſeen at firſt View"; and I 


/ 
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* See Dr. V. 1 S. p. 39, 40. Happy might it be 
N add, 


1 
add, by the moſt ordinary Capacitis, (a- 
mong whom | juſtly rank myſelf) who 
are as much concerned, and were as much 
intended, to underſtand theſe fundamental 
Texts, at leaſt, as themoſtlearned Doctors; 
and they are therefore directed to every 
one of us fingly, to every particular Per- 
ſon in the whole World, © Thou ſhalt 
cc have no other Gods but me. | 
Forgive me, Sir, I pray, for I am zea-- 
lous, and in earneſt; and neither ſay nor 
intend any Thing by way of Reflection, 
or ill Mill, but labour to ſet what I ſay 

in the het Light I can. 3 | 
But to return again to your 5th Ser- 
mon. I doubt not, Sir, but you take 
Notice that my Interpretation of ugppn 
9s, the Form of a Servant of Sin accor- 
ding to St. Paul's Senſe of it in another 
Place, Rom. viii. In tbe Li keneſs of ſinſul 
Fleſh. ſuſpends a great deal of critical 
Learning, and reduces jgpP1 to its more 
common Signification, and anſwers an Ar- 
gument 3 Weight as is fuppoſed, 
but what the the Words will not bear: The 

Argument is this, That by being in the | 
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fer both (Arians and Socinians; F add, for all Men) 
if laying aſide Prejudice, they would contentedly ſub- 
mit their Fancies to God's written Mord, interpret- 
ing it according to the moſt obvious and natural Mean- | - J 
wg,revitbout laboured Subtilties and artificial Gloſſes. 


Form 
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« Form of a Servant, is meant of a Ser- 
« vant of God; and that by a Servant of 
God, is meant Man; and that Chriſt 
being Man, and thus expreſſed to be 
s fo, the like Expreſſion in the Form of 
“ God, declares him alſo to be God” : 
But J have ſhewed, by St. Pauls Aid, and 
by your Leave, that by the Form of a 
Servant, is not meant a Servant of God, 
but a Servant of Sin; and Chriſt was not 
a Servant of Sin, but only in the Form 
of ſuch a Servant, in the Likeneſs of 
ſinful Fleſh, tho' not a Sinner; which 


breaks the Chain of the Argument, and 


ſo it proves nothing: Nothing, did I 
ſay ? Yet I might have ſaid, that thus ex- 
plained, it proves the dire& contrary of 
what it is produced for. Let us alſo conſi- 
ſider the Pride and Vanity that is of ne- 
ceſſity ingolocd in ſuppoſing that a: Ser- 
want of God (which are not the Words 
of the Text) is the proper Chara@eriſtic 
of a Man, © whereof none ever * did good, 
no not one, the Man Chrift Feſus on- 
ly excepted. © A Servant of God is a 
© more proper Character for an Arch- 
Angel than for a Man.“ Men ought 


* Jo. viii. 34. eſus anſwered them, Verily verily I 


: ſay unto you, whoſoever commi ttethᷣ Sin, is the Ser- 


vant of Sin, v. 41, 44. 4 Child of the Devil. 
N 2 indeed 


* 0 
indeed to be ſo, and are commanded to 
be ſo; but are not, they don't come up 
to it, they once were ſo, in ther pre-ex- 
iſtent State perhaps, and before the Fall, 
and may be ſo again at the Reſurrection 


and the Reſtitution of all Things. But 


we are chiefly to conſider how Matters 
ſtood between God and the Gentiles, for 
ſuch were the Philippians at our Savi- 


cours firſt coming into the World: The 


** Gentiles were then utterly , unworthy 


or the Character of the Servants of 


2 Eph.2. Zo 


* God, for they were Aliens and Ene- 
*© mies to him, and lived without God in 
* the World, and were Servants to the 


* Devil himſelf, that Prince of the Pow- 


'F* er of the Air that worked in them, the 
Children of Diſobedience”; and it was 
to theſe Gentiles that the Apoſtle relates 
this of Chriſt's being in the Form of their 


ſinful Fleſh. 


Upon reading the Cloſe of this Ser- 


mon, where you ſuppoſe the Perſon in 


the Text too great to receive any Re- 
Compence, ; 2 


P: 184. 


I put this Queſtion to myſelf, 
Whether if an Angel had, by God's 
Permiſſion, ſubjected himſelf to our Paſ- 


fions, and to our Infirmities, by taking 


our Nature upon him, and to be tempted 
in all Things, like as we are, Heb. iv. 15. 
* would he not thereby alſo have ſubject- 


” 6 


(101) | 


5 ed himſelf to a more hazardous Po r 
* ſibility of Damnation, than that of © 


ec Angels a“ . * os 
I anſwer, that if that may be ſuppoſed 


to be our Saviour's Caſe, ſo did he; but 


that having conquered Sin and Satan, 
and overcome , the World by a conſtant 


. and ſteady Obedience. to him that made 


him, Heb. iii, 2. He is therefore, by the 
Power, and Wiſdom, and Goodneſs of 
the ſame God, rewarded proportionably, 
and © exalted to a greater Degree of 
** Glory above all other Angels,” Heb. i. 
9. And I think that if. I back added, that 
in all this he had an Eye alſo on the Re- 
compence of a Re ward to himſelf, it would 
not have been any Diminution of his 
great Love and Kindneſs to us, or of his 
own Exemplary Goodneſs and Virtue, And 
I think the Author to the Hebrews hath 
ſaid it for me © That he did it for the 
* Joy that was ſet before him,” Heb. xii. 
2. So not 700 great to receive a Recom- 
pence, which ſeems to be another Proof 


againſt you. 


* Upon the whole Matter, here is a 
* four-fold Evidence againſt you, ariſing 
* from the Text, beſides God Almighty's 
« own Evidence, by Reaſon and by Mord 
* of Mouth, | 


eh 


(102) 
O let us be very careful, and much 
© In earneſt in the Examination and De- 
c termination of the Point in hand; and 
“let us not to avoid an Imputation of 
* Blaſphemy, be really guilty both of 
* Blaſphemy and Idolatyy. 


N 
Tour maft reſpetiful humple Servant, 
W. S. 
October 22. | 
1720. 


N. B, After this I received a Letter 
from the Doctor, dated October 27. and 
I anſwered it November 9. 


| Honored 


| WE 
LETTER vi 
F Honoured S 1 R, | 


1 Give you my humble Thanks for your 

kind Letter now in Hand; and, with- 
out farther Ceremony, I preſume to an- 
ſwer and ſay, that I dont contend either 
the Greek Idiom, or St. Johns Way, 
of expreſſing himſelf, in the ſeveral In- 
ſtances you have given ; nor do I deny 
that his principal Theme and Subject, in 
the five firſt Verſes of his Goſpel, is the 
a , and ſurely it is nevertheleſs fo for 
his declaring it, inter alia, to be an At- 
tribute of God, and to that End it was 
natural and neceſſary for him, in that one 
Sentence now before us, to make God the 
Subject, and Wiſdom the Predicate ; for 
you may obſerve the whole firſt Five Ver- 
ſes to be a Train of ſucceſſive Propoſi- 
tions, and that generally the Predicate of St G. 
the former is the Subject of the ſucceed-lenchi, ſeu 
ing Propoſition. As thus, Here are Agumen- 
e ſeven ſeveral Propoſitions in Explana- Congeri- 
< tion of the ., heſides the digreſſive tes quibus 
«© Propoſition, which yet is progreſſive — 
© from the Second 5 and being the Third, tebantur 

| | . + bormowrs 


Was 4 


moſt proper Way of arguing with the Stoicks : They indeed ard it to 
entangle. Sed omnis Sorites non eſt Cavillatio. See Calvin's Lexicon. 


(164) 
© borrows the laſt Word from that, and 
«© makes it the Subject of this; which 
* explains and ſhews the 4. to be an 
© Attribute of God. But God, implicit- 
e ly ſpeaking, not being the Evangeliſt's 
particular Theme, he doth as it were 
es ſet by and exclude that zhird Propoſi- 
* tion out of his ſet Diſcourſe, and re- 
* ſame the two former, and adds to them 
* five other * progreſſive Propoſitions, and 
© the Predicate of the firſt them is the 
Subject of the ſecond, and ſo on ad fi- 
nem; and this he ſets down as a formal 
« and deſcending Account of the a4y©.,” 
which he concludes with the 5th Verſe. As 
fo the 3d Verſe, it may be deemed,] think, 
as one and the ſame Propoſition ſet in 7w9 
ſeveral Lights, and fo not a ↄain but an 
elegaut and explanatory Repetition, if con- 
fidered in the exemplary Senſe; and yet a 
very 2ncouth one, if conſidered in the 
Senſe of a proper Efficiency, it not being 
capable of a double Repreſentation, You 
feem, Sir, to have the ſame Notion of an 
Attribute of God as the Sabel//ians, ſup- 
poſing it a meer Power or Operation, and 
diſtinguiſhing it from Subſtance, and from 
God himſelf, and yet you hold with Biſhop 
Pearſon, (for ſo you muſt do, if your Way 
of reading the Words be the right Way of 
reading them) that God is an Attribute of 
the 7G, for ſo the Biſhop expreſly calls 
| him, 


FR 
him, becauſe he reads the Words as you 
do. Now what do you and he here mean 
by an Attribute 2 Do you diftinguiſh it 
here too from Subſtance, I hope not; yet 
in your Reading, Oeòs is predicated of the 
A . In my Reading, the 9G. is predi- 
cated of God; and I therefore ſay it is his 
Attribute: But then I admit and declare 
at the ſame Time, that it is of His Eſſence 
and Subſtance, who is the one Eternal 
Eſſence of Wiſdem, Power, and Good. 
'Theſe three are Co- eſſential and Conſubs 
ſtantial- in him. He is the one Spirit of 
Wiſdom, Power, and Good, (and in this 
Senſe it is, that God © only is Good, not Matt. 9 
Jeſus Chriſt, as he himſelf acknowledges '”” 
in the Goſpel.) Theſe Three, Power, 
Wiſdom, and Good, expreſs, imply, and 
contain all that God is; they are his ſe- 
veral Attributes, and they are ſeverally 
of his Eſſence, and yet neither of them 
can be called God, becauſe God implies 
and imports a total and implicit Account 
of God: The Attributes are ſeverally 
explicit, and partial Accounts of him. 
This is Biſhop Gaſtrell's Senſe of this 
Matter; it is plain, it is diftintt, it is 
eaſy and natural, and ſeems ſuited to the 
Meanneſs of my Capacity, who pretend 
neither to Criticiſin, nor ſtrict Reaſoning, 
if you mean thereby all the artful Rules 
of Logick : And i you think to Hold me 

| un- 


(1006) 
up to thoſe Rules, I muſt remind you 
that I am illiterate, and yet I think that 
an illiterate Perſon may be capable of 
underſtanding the Goſpel, becauſe Perer 


Acts 4. and John were both ſo Aypappanu 
"TL 


e Io, and the reſt of the Apoſtles too, 
for aught I know, except Paul, but he 
was not of the Twelve. 

I have already admitted St. Fobn's ſe- 
veral Expreſſions in the firſt Objection, to 
be as you ſay; and I likewiſe admit your 
other Texts, mentioned to ſupport the 
common - Conſtruction of Sed ny 0 N. 
and that the. Idiom of Greet and Latin 
too requires, Many Times, in Engliſh, a 
different Order of the Words : But as-I 
proceeded not on any ſuch like Criticiſm 
or Conſideration, ſo neither do they avait 
to alter my Mind herein; but what I 
went upon was St. Johns whole Method 
in the. firſt Five Verſes of his Goſpel, 
which was. dictated to me by Bp. Pear- 
fon, and whereby I underſtand them to 
be a progreſſive Train of Propoſitions, as 
is afore related; and which, no!withftand- 
ing the Idiom of the Language, and the 
Want of the Article, will, as I humbly 
conceive, juſtiſj my Complaint of your 
reading this Clauſe backwards; eſpecial- 


_ ly if it be conſidered as an interjected 


Clauſe, and not a direct Purſuance of the 
Theme in Hand, but yet to clear and to 


explain 


5 
) 
1 


out, ( 


| (107) 
explain it too, and the Ræſumption and 
Repetition, and Abreviation of the two 
former Clauſes ( whereof I think there 
cannot, at leaſt there is not a better Rea- 
ſon given than that aſſigned by me) adds 
Weight to it; fo that it may not be ſo light 
or {hight and fanciful as is imagin'd ; for 
without the Interpofation it ſeems to me to 
be ſuch another Repetition or Inculcation 
as you call it, as was that- of Battus in 
Ovid, Sub illis montibus inquit erant, 
* & erant ſub montib. Illis. Here you 
ſee the Foundation that I build upon, and 
I think the Superſtructure anſwers exactly 


to it. But the Verdict of the Ancients, 


our Fore-fathers, it ſeems, were of ano- 
ther „ Here Dr. Hare helps me 

r, generally ſpeaking, I ſay little 
or nothing of mine own, and I do moſt 
commonly produce my Teachers) and his 
Words are, That if the Senſe of a Text 
* can be fixed ; if all the Fathers could 
© beſuppoſed to agree in a different Senſe, 
© it would be of no Weight.“ And he 
adds afterwards, © That it is /awful, it 
« is our Dry, and it is commendable, nat 
* to conform againſt a Man's own Opi- 


© nion, 1 it be ſincere, and the 
« Reſult of a fair Examination. And 


you ſay ſomething zending to this in the 
Cloſe of your Eighth Sermon, p. 334, 


* Puttiey 
Viſitation- 


Serm. 


which gives me a fair Opportunity of 


O 3 thanking 


(108) 


thanking you, good Sir, for your Ac- 
knowledgment of my Sincrrity, and of 
my Civility towards you. It is your Due, 
and I ſhall always be you Debtor 
herein. 

God is“ Spirit,” ſo you write. Is 
© the Particle ( (a) left out by Miſtake; or 
by Deſign.” The Reaſon of my Queſtion 
is, © becauſe the common Interpretation 
* is, that God is a Spirit; and a Spirit, 
* in common Senſe and Reaſon, implies 
* n Perſon , and not more Perſons than 

one.“ 

— to the Prepoſition , however that 
it is in Grammatical Conſtruction as you 
ſay, yet as join d with ay. it requires 
the exemplary Senſe, I refer you to Mr. 
Norris's Ideal World, Part 1, p. 264, 
S. 9, 10, 11, altho I perceive you 
think but meanly of his Performances ; 
and yet I think © he was a bright Man, 
** thoughtful, and clear-headed, and full 
* Fraught with all Manner of Wit and 
Learning; and yet I think the Cler- 
gy in general don't reliſh him : It may be 
becauſe he reflects upon them ſomewhere 

as I remember, that they think the _ 

0 


— 


* Reſſect ons on the Conduct of Human Life, 
* * Thas uo Sort of Men think ſo little, "jod 
* the meſt Part, as they that are engoged in the 


2 


( 109.) 


of any Men in the whole World. Read 
indeed, he allows they do, till they are 
almoſt blind it may be, and make large 
Common-Place Books, and ſtuff them 
out with reverend and grey Sentences, 
and labour hard to know all other Men's 
Opinions of Things, but form no Judg- 
ment of their own, and ſo they become 
Book-learned, and can cap Authors, and 
are great Criticks in Languages, Hiſto- 


rians, Geographers, &c. only Thinking 
is quite out of their Way, I wiſh you | 
dont think me. unmannerly, as writing 

this to a Clergyman, but perhaps it may 
not be true; or if it be, every General 
Rule hath its Exceptions You will 
therefore not take this Amiſs of me ; and 


befides, I quote him upon Memory only, 
and may miſapply him, or miſrecite him. 
You ſay, Sir, that you can conceive no- 
thing of God but what is either Subſtance 
or Attribute : But I can conceive nothing 
of God but what is Subſtance : He is the 
Eſſence of Wiſdom, c. ut ſupra. And 


8 


* feſſed Study of Learning and Knowledge.” But, 
N. B. TheClergy are not named, nor pointed at, 
otherwiſe, than as they alſo are profeſſed Students of 
Learing and Knowleag? ; ſo I think I have applied 
it too particularly, and am ſorry for it, and do alk 
Pardon; and do can it to be, as Dr. Waterland 
rightly obſerves, without Mr. Norris's Leave. 


+. 52 
ef 


( 110 ) "8 


cr if he ſaw and perceived T hings before 
they were in rerum naturd (as you and 
all admit) for he could not have made 
© them, if he had not had a Pattern of 
© them in his own Mind; and he could 
not have ſeen them, if they were not; 
© fo the Creature was not, could not be 
© the Object of his Mind. Whatever 
* vas ſo, was uncreated, and muſt 
© therefore of Neceſſity be in God 
< himſelf, the Aterue rerum rationes 
« exiſting in the ., the Life of 
© Creatures, and the Light of God and 
«© Men; which is the Import of the 
fourth and fifth Verſes of John the 
1ſt. whereof therefore I more particularly 
deſired your Explanation by a Paraphraſe : 
and yet you have paſled thoſe 7zwo Ver- 
fes over in Silence Which I the rather 
ol naler at, becauſe I find in Mr. Norris's 
Preface, which you refer to, that theſe 
very Verſes were St. Auſtin's Key, by 
which he unlocked the Senſe of thoſe 
foregoing; and if Mr. Norris may be be- 
lieved, ** This ſame St. Auſtin, the great, 
* the famous St. Auſtin, was his chief 
** Guide and Companion, in the Doctrine 
* of Ideas, ſo very much ſet at nought by 


you.“ 


Pſal. xxxvi. 9. Vith thee, O God, is the 
Fountain of Life, and in thy Light we 
ſhall fee Light. 


You'll 


wk a. 


T YO RB IS an Mag 


(ta) 
You'll give me Leave, Sir, to reſpit 
the Conſideration of the following Ver- 
ſes, till the former are explained, becauſe 
poſſibly there may be no Occaſion for it 
then. * 

Sir, I am very ſenſible of your kind 
Compliances with me, after your publick 
Labours yet unanſwered by your Adver- 
verſaries; and I could wiſh that my Scheme 
were alſo laid before them, that they 
might eaſe you of the Trouble of an- 
ſwering it, it being /evel//ed againſt them 
alſo; and © it might prove a 'Tryal of 
* their Sincerity, and make them ſpeak 
< plain and clear, either pro or con. You 
ſeem to me, by way of leſening your 
1 on Trouble, to encreaſe it; © tor as I 
+ | © dont pretend to Criticiſm, or any man- 
* ner of Learning, ſo neither would 1 
© pretend to enter into the whole Merits 
of the Debate with you as a ſtrict Op- 
% ponent.” But having applied to you as 
a Ductor Dubitantium ; my earneſt Re- 56. * 
queſt is, that you would, according to 
your oe Phraſe, come to plain Senſe, and 
* anſwer only the Doubts and Queſtions 
* which I have propoſed, and not lead 
% me out of my Depth into Criticiſms, 
* which I have not learned, and fo not 
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he | © able to conſider to good Purpoſe. You 
will therefore be pleaſed to contratt 


* your 


cc 


in) 
your own Labours, by Humlling your 
* ſelf to my Capacity, who am, Me 
| S1R, | 
I muſt own it with Shame and Sorrow, 
Your very Troubleſome and 
Unworthy Humble Servant, 
W. S. 
Nov. 9. 
1720. 


P. S. Mr. Norris, in the Place above 
referred to, S. 11. quotes Aquinas thus, 
(inter al.) Artifex facit Arti ficium, parti- 
cipare formam apud ſe conceptam ; where- 
in it is manifeſt, that apud ſe is the ſame 
as if he had ſaid in ſe conceptam; ſo then 
according to this accurate Writer, this 
great and learned School Divine, Apud 
Deum may be the ſame with in Deo, al- 
tho' repeated and inculcated : Or if in- 
ſtead of participare,be had ſaid facit Arti- 
ficium o per formam apud ſe conceptam, 
«x would have been underſtood in the 
logical and exemplary Senſe, notwith- 
ſtanding Grammar, and ſo diu in the 
Third Verſe may well be underſtood. 


N. B. Aſter this I received Dr. Vater- 
land's Letter of Nov. 13. and wrote the 
following Anſwer to it, Nov. 19, 


LETTER 


e e 
LETTER VII. 
OD forbid , fiir that you or I, or 


any Man ſhould induftriou/ly de- 
ceive his own Soul; it is hardly poſſible: 


we cannot cuſs Evil as Evil, © it muſt 
© be by Ignorance, actual or habitual, for 
* 


Preſence of Mind at leaſt, not 

* confiderately, not induſtriouſly. 
When our ſpiritual Guides propoſe 
Things difficult to be underſtood, as ne- 
ceſſary to be believed, in order to eternal 
Salvation, and tha whoſoever be/zeverh 
not ſhall be damned muſt we then pre- 


ſently believe them, 2wirhout thinking, ginc. Tp, 
without underſtanding? No ſire; for p. J. 8. 


that is impoſſible: What muſt the un- 
learned do then? Why, he muſt grope af- 
ter God Almighty, even in the dark, 


< and he may haply feel after him, and 


„find him, Act xvii. 27. Nay more, p. ,. 


* God will manifeſt himſelf unto him, 
© Rom. i. 19. If he ſeeks he ſhall find, 

Mat. vii.7. Lord lift thou up the Light 
of thy Countenance upon me. I think thou 
haſt ſo done. But leſt I ſhould be miſtak- 
en, or in order to farther Illumination, I 


| fearch on till, and © I diſcloſe my Mind, 


© my Objections, my Doubts, my eb- 
bing and flowing Thoughts, my Difh- 
P ed - * 


ä —— ͤ ——Bu— 2 6 — — —ů —-4 — — 
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© denee, and my humble Confidencg, - 

* with the Grounds, the Reaſons, and the 

p. 9. Texts of Scripture on which I found 
* them, and the Commentators, with 

e whom 1 have conſulted.” I diſcloſe all 
this to thine Embaſſador, O God, ſeek- 

ing His Aid and his Aſſiſtance, to help my 
Infirmities and my weaker Reaſonings ; 

but if 1 don't immediately with him en- 

.es the ter into the Spirit of f dy Criticiſim, he calls 
— me to Confeſſion, That I have taken up- 
Nev, © on me to judge in a Point I underſtand 
not. But, O Lord, I am not high- - 

* minded, I have gm Looks, I do 


WPLar.r. 4 not exerciſe myt in Things that are 

& 22:5. © too high for me, tft are+ above my pro- 

preced, ** per Bulineſs, that don't concern me or 

y Bp. © my eternal Salvation; I pretend not to 

Patrick. « more Knowledge than I have; I do 

5* not think of myſelf more highly than 

** I ought to think; but have behaved 

myſelf, in this reſpect, even as a wean- 

6 Seemy © ed Child, not only towards thee, 6 O 

firſt Let- © God”; but I have in like manner ſub- 

rer P. ta. mitted myſelf, as a School- Boy, to you, 

Reverend Sir, and to your Correction and 
Advice. | 

And I farther conſider that a Man that 

labours with all his Mind, and with much 

Diligence, rightly to underſtand the Scrip- 

tures, yet if he doth not obtain his End, 

can't ſurely be ſaid to wreſt the „ 

To 


cc 


(115) 
'Td wreſt . ſignifies to detort, to offer Vio- 
lence, to be wilful in miſapplying and 
miſunderſtanding; which I am ſure I. am 
not, and ſo by the Grace of God in no 
Danger, and therefore in no fear of De- 
ſtruttion thereby, to be ſure not of the De- 
ſtruction mentioned in the Text you 2 Pet.4, 
quote, whereof St. Peter warns the flee-16 
ting and hypocritial Non-Diſciples of 
Chriſt; I fo call them, becauſe they yet 
| adhered to Fudaiſm, and would not be 
| perſwaded of the approaching Deſtrudt i- 
n of Feruſalem, and of the Abrogation of 
) the Law thereby; the Day and Honr 
> thereof, to wit, the preciſe Time limited 
by the Almiglity, not being revealed; that 
being then God Almighty's own Se- 
secret, and not revealed either to Men 
© or Angels, no not to the Angel of 
“ the Covenant, for he himſelf owns and 
+ declares he knew it not, Mark xiii. 
= 32. And if this be true, as what our Sa- 
) viour ſays of himſelf muſt needs be, what 
- | becomes then of the Afertion of your 
1, | Sermons? They can't both be true. And 
d it pleaſed God that your 7errifying Text 
hath led me to this plain Deciſive Text, 
at which is ſo plain that it cannot be miſta- 
h ken, or miſconſtrued, without wwi/ful/ Force 
p and Violence; whereas the Words of St. 
d, John have always been deemed the moſt 
s: difficult of any, ſo may be miſtaken and 
2 yet 


(146 ) 
yet not wrefted ; they are indeed hard to 
be underſtood, without St. Auſtin's Key, 
7.4. which you have dropt by the. Way, 
and which (if you ſhall'vouchſafe to take 
it up again) may unlock the Secret. All 
the Latin and Engliſh Interpreters, ha- 
ving, without any manner of Reaſon, 

* Mr. either from * Grammar or Divinity, 
Norris. miſconſtrued the Word , and 
rendered it in Latin Ferbum, in Engliſh 
Word, (which more properly ſignifies Ra- 
tio, Reaſon or Wiſdom, and ſometimes 
Sermo,) may alſo have miſinterpreted 
the other Part of the Verſe; they were 
but Men: And as you inſiſt upon a Rigbi 
of Interpretation, equal to our Tranila- 
tors, ſo it ſhould ſeem thereby, that eve- 
ry Man hath an equal Right of interpre- 
ting: And this you ſay with Reſpect to 
Jo. iv. 24. But I did not diſpure your Right, 
I only craved your Meaning, aſſigning at 
the ſame Time the Reaſon of my Queſti- 
Sincere on, which you make light of, and paſs. 
Tone it by unanſwered ; and yet it is of great 
Ses ag JPeight with me, and J propoſed it as a 
the Tv in. Difficulty to be ſolved by you: In caſe 
Courro- the Particle (a) was left out by.Deftgn, 
wr as it ſeems it was, doth not that imply a 
Conſciouſneſs of the Truth of my Rea⸗ 
ſoning thereupon ꝰ I can't forbear asking 
of Queſtions, becauſe I would learn of 
you. 6 | 


But 


to your good Wiſnes. 
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But to return: I have the leſs Reaſon 
to fear any Deſtruction threatned by the 
Text, becauſe I keep myſelf æitbin the 
<« -Bounds of God's Laws, and obey and 
< ſerve him, according to the well known 
* and plain Way and Manner of his 
* Commandments, and refpit my Obe- 
©" dience to the Commandments of Men, 
which ſeem to me to erect a Worſhip 
*©-which God hath or commanded, untit 
the Commandments of God be pro- 
« duced to juſtifie me therein”: And LI 
have applied to you, to ſhew me that 
Commandment, and to anſwer and re- 
move. what lies in the Way of my Com- 
pliance therein. I refer to former Letters. 

And I had alſo formerly conſidered 
how ſafe and ſure I think I am in what I 
do, (Sincere Thoughts p. 35,) and the 
hazard of doing otherwiſe, (p. 41.) 

I have alſo conſidered the other Parts 
of your Letter, but do, notwithſtanding, , Fr 
adhere to what I formerly wrote, think- * — : 
ing it not effectually anſwered. yet muſt this, 4 
take it for granted, that in your Opini- I intend 
on it is; ſo having your full Thoughts an end- 


thereupon, I ſhall not need to Trouble — 


you with any Repetitions or Reinforce- 


ments, but ſhall frequently read and think 
over what you have ſaid, with an Amen 


It 


See p. 68. 
76. 
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It remains therefore that Irene my 
humble and earneſt Requeſt to you, to an- 
fwer the ſeveral Doubts and Oueſtions 
which I have propoſed, ig. that, relating 
to the Conſtruction of Acts xvii. 18. 
and following Verſes, and 1 Cor. viii. 6. 
And the 'Two other Queſtions, whereof I 
reminded you in mine of 4th Oftob. ult, 
and the Queſtion above propoſed upon 
Fobn iv. 24. Plain and clear and con- 
vincing Anſwers to theſe Queſtions, may 
be of great Uſe to me; and I truſt that 
you having ſet your Hand to the Plough, 
will not look back, but will readily com- 
ply with me herein; the Oueſtious are 
but fhort, and will not require long An- 
ſwers. 

I ſtudy, Sir, to give you as little 
Trouble as I can, being very ſenſible of 
your Favours. 

Jam, worthy S1 R, 
Tour moſt reſpectful, and 
obliged humble Servant, 


| | W. 8. 
November 19. 


1720. 
N. B. Not hearing from the Doctor, 


I wrote to him again, 21/# December, the 
Letter following. 


LETTER 
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LETTER VIII. 
Reverend Sir, 


T is near Six Weeks fince J had the 
Favour of a Letter from you, and a- 
bove a Month fince I gave you the Trou- 
ble of one, and wherein I endeavoured 
moſt plainly and fully to anſwer the 
hard Queſtion you put me, upon the 
Text of St. Peter, with a modeſt Aſ-“ 2 Pet. 
ſurance of my Conduct, in reſpect there- 3- 16. 
of. As to the other Part of your Letter 
I gave only a general Anſwer, by way of 
ſaving your Trouble; but yet I made my 
own private f Remarks and Anſwer to 
every Line of it, and have incloſed a Co- Re- 
py thereof for your Peruſal, if youmarkNo 
pleaſe, and to the Intent that the Mat- ': 
ter thereof be not taten pro confeſſo a- 
gainſt me. 
I havealſo for the ſame Reaſon incloſed, Re- 
+ the Anſwer which I gave myſelf to the markiNo 
latter Part of your other Letter; the 2. an- 
Conſideration whereof I had poſtponed. _— 
And I do yet once more, renew my Re- 54. 9 
ueſt to you, to anſwer the particular 
bts and Queries which I have former- 
ly put to you, and whereof you have 
been appriſed above theſe Si Months, 
and others ſince, incidentally ariſing upon 
| Mark 
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\ Mark xiii, 32, John | iv. 24. and Mat. 
xix. 17. and am in hopes daily of hear- 

ing from you. 


S 1 R, 
uur moſt humble Servant 
to command, 
St. Thomas, ** 
1720. 


N. B. The Doctor wrote me a ſhort 
Letter upon Chriſtmas Day, and n 
broke off the 6 


3 | Nu us. 
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Nu uz, I. 


REMARKS on Dr. Waterland's 
Letter, Nov. 13. 1720. 


See mine of 19th November in anſwer 
to it. 

See the Doctor's Letter of 27 October, 
wherein he ſays, Oc. and 

* Here I omit ſeveral Remarks, be- 
* cauſe they recite good Part of the Do- 
© @or's Letters. | 


HE Doctor's Objections, Art. 3. 

were made before in Letter, 27h, 
October, and ſeemed to me of very little 
Weight; but as the Matter is ſince ſta- 
ted and explained in mine of 9th of No- 
vember, it ſeems trifling to repeat them, 
without any other Anſwer to the ſpecial 
Matters therein ſet forth. But upon re- 
view I find it is here added, © that the 
© . is the Subject of the two firſt 
* Propoſitions,” and it is true. But it 
may be worth taking Notice, that“ theſe 
* two Propoſitions are formed into one, 
after the Interpoſition and Ejection of that 
wherein God was the Subject, (according 
to me) and that St. Zohn begins again 
with an (inquam) as it were, the ſame 
. was, I ſay, in the Beginning with 


c 


© God 


„ 
© God, c. and then adds five other 
progreſſwe Propoſitions, the Predicate 
© of the former whereof is ſtill the Sub- 
<< ject of the ſucceeding Propoſition, and 
the Objections are not ſo much as level- 

led againſt this Part of the Letter. And 

as God's being the Subject of the ejected 
Propoſition, don't hinder but the e. 

was the principal Theme, and it tends al- 

ſo to the Explanation of it, but yet laid 
behind the Eyter, and excluded out of 

his formal Account of the ., ſo nei- 
ther is the A0. the immediate Subject of 

the fewer concluding Propoſitions, but 

yet they are explanatory of it, and the 

AG. is (till the general Theme. Now 

this happens not to be taken Notice of by 

the Fathers, as I ſuppoſe, and ſo not wor- 

thy of the Doctor's Notice or Anſwer. 

Art. 5. I have compared the Texts 

John referred to, but do think that Light and 
v. 4. Life in thoſe Verſes have a Meaning 
x. 10. very diferent from the 4th Verſe of St. 
v. 255 26. ohn; and, as I more than once deſired 


| — a Paraphraſe, it might, I thought, have 
- xiv. 11, been granted, if the Text would bear it. 


viii. 12. In hir Text, the Eſſence and Nature of 
88 God is conſidered; in the other Texts the 
„May and Means of our Salvation. And 
our Lord's Diſciples, Mat. v. 14. (and all 
good Men) are in 4 Senſe, the Light of 
the World. 
Art. 6. 


ul 
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Art. 6. I read in order to Conſidera- 
tion; and therefore I conſider as well 
when I read Mr. Norris as when I read 
Dr. Waterland, or any other Author, tho' 
reputed Orthodox, (and, in truth, I read 
no other ;) and not only fo, but I prefume 
alſo to conſider, even when I read the Bi- 
ble, becauſe I know no other Way of 
learning, remarking, and inward Digef- 
7ivn, which I alſo pray for; yet not in a= 
ny Manner diſputing the Truth and. Aus 
thority of the Holy Scriptures, not ſubmit 
ting 3 to any other Authority, 
h. p. 7, 8, 9. and a Man may 
and ought to enquire into the Senſe even 
of Holy Writ, ſo as to underſtand what 
he reads, © becauſe there can be no Faith 
« without Underſtanding, no reaſonable 
* Faith or Worſhip. 
But TI thing again, and ſuppoſe all 
the World in the Right, and my felf on- 
ly in the Wrong, as to the Grammatical 
Form or Conſtruction of the Words Os 


3» 6 N., yet that Reaſon is the true 


Engliſh of >25yG-, and is the ſame with S- 


lomons Wiſdom, Prov. viii. can't, I think, 


well be diſputed, and © that Wiſdom is 


r 


* But yet T obſerve that the Latin Verſions gene- 
rally are Deus erat verbum. And I lately ſaw an 
Engliſh Verſion, which reads God was the Word. 
Printed about 200 Years ſince, I think, at Rhemes. 


Q * 
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© an Attribute of God,” is confeſſed by 
all, by the Doctor in particular, Letter 
13th Novemb. Art. 7. and no Man doubts 
it, he ſays, Letter 27 Octob. Art 2. And 
therefore I thought and argued, that it 
was ſo declared here; but this Reaſon is 
aſſigned againſt me, It is a Propoſ tion, 
* 1t is ſaid, of ſo undoubted a Truth, that 
* there was no need of the Apoſtle's de- 
* claring it.” What! an Apoſtle, and 
not ſpeak myſteriouſly. It is only de- 
nied that it is here ſo declared to be ac- 


_ cording to my reading and rendring the 


Words; © ſo that if I could be ſuppyed to 
„ epreſt this Scripture, it is only to a 
** Senſe, acknowledged as to the Truth 

* of it, by all Mankind”; fo the Truth 
of the Propoſition, as I read it, not being 
denied, it is only infiſted that the 5G. 
in this Text ought to be conſidered as a 


Perſon, as a Second Perſon, and ſubordi- 


nate to a Firſt, and that he was in the 
Beginning apud em with that Firſt Per- 
ſon (which the Doctor rightly ſays 


might be ſome Doubt. That a Third Per- 


*© ſon was there, non conſtat, and yet 


there is at leaſt as much Doubt of a 
Third as of a Second; and it is ſome- 


cc 
CC 


© what odd, that the Evangeliſt ſhould 


* a6295 evNolems e Th Aufl 78 05s, Theophilus 
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% make no mention of a Third, if it be 
*-really true that there are Three, and 
if he hereby intended the Firſt and Se- 
*© cond; but his Intentions can in no 
* caſe be proved but by his Words, for 
Deus mult, according to what is ob- 
jected, be perſonally conſidered ; and ac- 
cordingly the Doctor calls him God the 
Father, Oby. 2. Letter 27th Octob. And 
it is plain that G. and Oeòs muſt both of 
them be perſonally conſidered, if 25G. be 
ſo conſidered. But here then ariſes a Dif- 
ficulty: Can the Evangeliſt be * ſuppoſed 
to uſe the Word ©:% in one and the ſame 
Verſe, in 72wo ſeveral and diſtin Senſes ? 
Ff not, then by the Third Propoſition the 
*-- Second Perſon was the Firſt Perſon, the 
C FirſtPerſon being predicated of the Se- 
* cond”: But this can't poſſibly be the Mean- 
ing; it is Nonſenſe; and yet how to ex- 
tricate it, without two different Senſes of 
one and the ſame Word in the ſelf ſame 
Verſe, ſeems to me impoſhble; ſo then 
there will be a Neceſſity of 72wo Senſes of 
the ſame Word in the ſame Verſe, and we 
muſt find out a ſecond Senſe of the Word 
whereby the Apoſtle may be underſtood, 
It appears that ©«0 in the Third Propoſi- 


* No ſays Dr. Waterland, ſpeaking of this ſame 
Word and Perſe. It can't be imagin d. How can 

dee imagine. See his Defence of Q. 3. P. 67. 
r N tion 


%. 


6 

tion cannot be underſtood in ſenſu perſo- 
tali, as in the preceding: Neither can it 
be in ſenſu implicit; it can't ſignify God 
fully, compleatly and implicitly; for that 
the 90G. is not by any ſuppoſed to be: 
They that ſuppoſe him to be a Perſon, 
only ſuppoſe him to be One in Three; 1 
don't fay the Whole in Three to be divi- 
ded, but the Whole in Three to be diſtin- 
gui ſbeul. In what Senſe then, is ſtill the 
Queſtion 2 ſuppoſe it in ſenſu Ideutico: 
But methinks I ſcarce tread Ground, I 
fear I am out of my Depth, and I am 
ſure I cant fwim; yet 1 will venture to 
plunge on, I may potlibly get fight of my 
Guide, and he will lend me an Hand and 
fet me right. In the mean Time, what 
is it that I myſelf apprehend, I don't ſay 
underſtand, by ſenſu Ifentico? I intend by 
it, that the 255 G. is not formerly or im- 
plicitly God, that is, not Toram Dei, but 
yet of his Eflence and Subſtance, Co-eſ- 
ſential and Conſubſtantial with him. And 
cs which may be, and this, I fay, as true 
& of it as an Attribute, as others ſup- 
* poſe it to be of him as a Perſon”: So 


that read the Words either Way, they 


come to the ſame Senſe; only, according 
to my former Conſtruction and Way of 
reading them, 243 G. bears the © ſame im- 


t This ſure muſt be very convincing to Dr.Water- 
land, it not only being a goed Argument in general, 
$:14 more eſpecially ad Hominem. 


plicit 


fl. A... Wroag Braon 
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3 
« plicit Senſe in both Propoſitions,” and 
therefore 1 think at leaſt as natural and 
conſonant as Vice Ferſd. Obj. 2. Letter 
27th Octob. And when J wrote before, I 
adhered. more ſtrietly to Biſhop Gaſtrel/s 
Senſe, © that an Attribute was never ſaid 
in Scripture to be God, for that, Oc. ſo 
he being therein fo far my Guide, I choſe 
to render this Text of St. John that 
* God was the e., and aſſigned my 
Reaſons, which I yet adhere to as good 
and proper; but do nevertheleſs now find 
that even the Grammatical Way of reading 
of them, brings them, if rightly diſtinguiſhed, 
to the ſelf ſame Senſe: A Senſe agreed up- 
* on by all Mankind, diſputed by none,” 
but only that it is not Here ſo intended. I 
hope I may with Modeſty ſay, Why not? 
as Mr. Norris doth: with. reſpe& to the 
exemplar Senſe of the third Verſe. 


N. B. There is no ſuch Diſtinction in 
Scripture as Cod the Son; and God is no 
za Here called God the Father, under any 


ſuch Notion or Contra diſtinction; but he 


is called“ God, even the Father; Haye 
* we not all one Father? Hath not one 
* God created us? One God and Father 
* of all, Our Father which art in Hea- 
ven“; which is a full and implicit Ac- 
count of God; and ſometimes God the 
Father: And here the Fancy takes, and 

the 
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the Imagination ſupplies a Contra- diſtincti- 
on of God the Son, Quo non legitur in ſa- 
cris Scripturis. God is indeed diſtinguiſh- 
ed in ſeveral Places from the Mediator, 
as, There is one God and One Medi- 
© ator between God and Man, the Man 
* Chriſt Jeſus, 1 Tim. ii 5. One Lord, 
* One Faith, One Baptiſm, and One God 
* and Father of all, Eph. iv. 4, 5. Alſo 
© 1 Cor. viii. 6. and even the God of 
c our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, Eph. i. 17. and 
* the Father of us and of the Lord Jeſus, 
7. 2. and his and our God and Father, 
7. 3. the Father of Mercies, and of 
Glory, and of whom the whole Fami- 
* ly both in Heaven and Earth is na- 
«© med,” Eph. iii. 15. and to whom onl 
(by St. Paul's Example) I bend my Knees 
in Prayer, v. 14. and ſo did alſo our bleſ- 
ſed Lord and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt to His 
and our God and Father, according to the 
Commandment of God, notwithſtanding 
the Lemptations of the Devil, with whom 
we alſo wreſtle, as he did. Our Father 
which art in Heaven, deliver us, I beſeech 
thee, from the ei One, for the Sake of 
the juſt One, for the Sake of the Beloved, 
* 1n whom we are accepted by Thee, and 
* have Redemption thro' his Blood, even 


** the Remiſſion of our Sins, Eph. i. 6, 7. 
Amen. So be it, 


cc 
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REMARKS 
NUMBER II. 


PpON Confideration of the latter 
End of the Letter of 27th of Oct. 


which I formerly crav'd Leave to reſ- 
pite. 


I do humbly conceive, that the five 
< firſt Verſes only of St. John's Goſpel 


treat of the de as in God and of 


© the Eflence of God, and of the Di- 
<« vinity of it; and it is a moſt remarka- 
* ble and condeſcending Hop, (if Imay 
* ſo call it) made by the Almighty, a 
© lucid Ray of Light immediately dart- 
* ed down from the higheſt Heavens, to 
<* irradiate the Glimmerings of the Phi- 
* loſophers, and whereof there is not a 
« like Inflance in Holy Writ ; and that 
this ſtands upon its own Baſis, ſeparate 
“ in a Manner from the Hiſtory of the 
** Goſpel, and as a Prologue to it. 

And that the 6th Verſe of the firſt 
Chapter begins the Hiſtory of the Meftah, 
who was foretold and commonly known 
to be a Light to lighten both Fews and 


R Gentiles, 


——— — . — —— — — — 2 


Sincere 
Thoughts, 
p-. 16--21. 


e 
Gentiles, (even every Man that cometh 
into the World, . 9.) And therefore St. 
John rightly diſtinguiſh'd himſelf, v. 8. 
He was not that Light, he was not 
** the Perſon in whom that Light was, 
* in whom the Divine Wiſdom taberna- 
* cled and dwelt among us,” 9. 14. and 
* ſhew'd itſelf manifeſtly and conſpicu- 
ouſly in him, who was and was call d 
the Son of God, and the only begotten of 
God, for particular Reaſons elſewhere 
ſet forth, and accordingly appear'd to 
be “ full of Grace and Truth, and in 
“ Favour with God and Man:“ This 
© Perſon, . 11. came: firſt to his own 
Countrymen the Jews, to his own 
Brethren the Children of God, to his 
own Relations the Children of Abra- 
ham, but they nationally rejected 
him ; ſo then he turn'd himſelf to the 
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' Gentiles, (yet not from ſuch particular 


Fetus as would receive him) and © gave 
** them Power immediately to become 
© the Sons of God, upon this ſole and 
* fingle Condition, of believing him to be 
the Mefhah, v. 12. altho' they were not 
** of the Poſterity of Abraham, either by 
* lineal Deſcent, or by Marriage, or as 
* Proſelytes of the Hebrews,” w. 13. This 
I take to be the true Senſe of the Evan- 
geliſt, and -rely upon it as an Anſwer to 
the latter Part of the Letter of the 27th 
of October. Here ends the Remarks. 


(131) 
To this I ſubjoin my daily Prayer as a 
farther Specimen of my Chriſtianity, 
humbly propoſing, that every Chriſtian 


may join in this Prayer, and that none 
but a Chriſtian can ſo pray. 


And firſt, to ſettle and prepare mine 
own Mind, and the Minds of thoſe 
who join with me herein; I ſtand, 
and repeat the Eight Beatitudes, is. 


Bleſſed are the poor in Spirit ; for theirs 
is the Kingdom of Heaven. 

wy are they that mourn ; for they 

_ ſhall be comforted. 

Bleſſed are the Meek ; for they ſhall in- 
Berit the Earth. 

Bleſſed are they which do hunger and 
thirft after Righteouſneſs ; for they 
ſhall be filled. 

Bleſſed are the Merciful ; for they ſhall 
obtain Mercy. | 

Bleſſed are the pure in Heart ; for they 
ſhall ſee God. | 

"I are the Pence-makers ; for they 

all be called the Children of God. 

Bleſſed are they which are perſecuted for 
Righteouſneſs Sake ; for theirs is the 
Kinedom of Heaven. 


R 2 Farther 
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Farther ſaying, | f 7 
Repent ye, for the Kingdom of Heaven 
is at Hand. : 4 


b 
0, 
Then kneeling down, I ſay, J 
Let the Words of my Mouth, and the 7 
Meditations of our Hearts, be now and l, 
always acceptable in thy Sight, 0 b 
Lord, my Strength and my Redeemer. 10 
g 

C 


Let us pray, 


God be merciful unto us, and eſs us, 1 
and ſhew us the Light of. his Counte- 
N nance, aud be merciful unto us in the fe 
1 free Pardon and Remi ſſian of all our 7 
= Sins. For if we ſay that we have no re 
[| Sin, wwe deceive ourfeloes, and the Truth F 
[| is not in us: But, O God, we acknow- 2 
ledge our Faults, and our Sins are ever ti 
before us. And we do moſt humbly be- 7 
- ſeech thee, O God, to grant us true Re- 
pentance, and to forgive us all our Sins || 01 
i for thy Mercy's Sake, and for the Sake 2 
of Jeſus Chriſt the Righteous, and thro 200 
Faith in his Blood, and upon the 77 
Terms and Conditions of the Goſpel, of 71 
Repentance, and of Faith. 7 
Work in us to will and to do accord- 2 
ing to thy good Pleaſure, giving us a W 
right 
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right Judgment and a due Confidera- 
tion and Preſence of Mind. | 

Prevent us, by thy Grace, aſſiſt us 
by thy Goodneſs, and let the Time paſt 
of our Lives ſuffice us to have atied 
Wickedneſs and Folly ; and teach us ſor 
the Jones to be wiſe unto Salvation, to 
lead quiet and peaceable Lives in So- 
briety, Temperance, aud Chaſtity, and 
in all Godlineſs and Honeſty : Eper re- 
garding our Covenant made with thee, 
O God, in Baptiſm,. and renewed as 
often as we recetve the Sacrament of the 
Lord's Supper. 3 | 13 

We baue ſworn, O Lord, and are 
ſtedſaſtly purpoſed to keep thy righteons- 
Fudgments. We have vowed a perpe- 
tual Warfare againſt | the World, the 
Fleſh, and the Devil. And God Al. 
mighty grant us Courage and Reſolu- 
tion, and Sincerity, and an happy 
Vittory over theſe our Euemies. | 

O Lord, increaſe our Faith, accept 
our T hanks : Grant us Humility, Meek- 
neſs, and Charity, and be merciful unto 
us, and to all Men: Be merciful t 
theſe that are afflicted, whetber it be 
in Mind, in Body, or in Eſtate, eſpe- 
cially. thoſe of this Neighbourhood, and 
thoſe for whom the Prayers of the Church 
were this Day Arad. _ 

0 


.. . —öĩ’Ü¹k Q ˙* ey" A Oe 


5 2 _ — 1 * — — 1 — 
- n BE ER ̃ , EIT 
* 
* 


5 * 


Dn ER 3 
— „ 8 
* 


þ X:224 } — 
Cod Almighty help them to Right 
that ſuffer Wrong ; feed the Hungry, 
cloath the Naked, and be merciful to 
all Priſoners and Captives, and to thoſe 
that are appointed to die. | 
And teach us, while we live, ſo to 
number our Days, that we may apply 


our Hearts unto Wiſdom. 


Teach us to conſider what thou art, 
what we ourſelves are, and what we 
ought to be. | 1 

That thou art our God, that we are 
thy Creatures, thy People, and the Sheep 
of thy Paſture : That we have erred 
and ſtrayed from thy Ways like oft 
Sheep ; but that we ought to be holy, juſt, 
charitable, and temperate : Holy to- 
wards thee our God, juſt and charita- 
ble to'our Neighbours, and temperate in 
reſpect of our own Bodies. | 

Teach us, O Lord, to conſider the In- 


certainty of this Life, the Certainty of 


Death, and of a future Account and 


Judgment: That this is the Day of 


Grace, wherein we are to Work out our 


own Salvation; that the Night will 


come when no Man can Work. That it 


is appointed for all Men once to die: 


That as the Tree falls, ſo it lier: That 
Repentance will be unprofitable in the 
Grave : That after Death comes Fudg- 
ment; and that thou, O God, haſt ap- 


pointed 


A W We unn EO. RE i ROY OT . be BE 


Wee 


(135 
pointed a Day wherein thou wilt judge 
f the World : That at that laſt Day, all 
„ Men ſhall riſe again with their Bodies, 
o | and ſhall then give Account every Man 
e || of his own Works : That they that have 
| done Good ſhall go into Life everlaſting ; 
o | that they who have done Eoil, and ſhall 
ly | die in their Sins unrepented of, ſhall go 
I into everlaſting Puniſhment. 
t, bat manner of Perſons ought eve 
ye || then to be, in all Holineſs, righteous 
- | Converſation and Godlineſs ? 
re | — God Almighty grant, that we may ſo 
„lead our Lives here, as that we may 
> | have our Fruit unto Holineſs, and our 
ft | End e Life, through Feſus 
ſt, | Chrift our Lord. | 
0 In whoſe moſt holy Name and Words, 
a- | according to our bounden Duty, in be- 
in | half not only of our ſelves, but of our 
| Relations and Friends, of all faithful 
u- | People, and all Mankind, even of our E- 
of | nemies, if we have any, and of the Ene- 
nd | mies of the Croſs of Chriſt, but yet more 
of | eſpecially of thiſe that are of the Houſ- 
wr | hold of Faith, of Kings, and all that 
are in Authority, of Biſhops, Prieſts, 
it | and Deacons, we humbly and heartily 
e : | pray, and ſay, 


hat 

the Our Father, which art in Heaven, 
g- Hallowed be thy Name, 

ap- | | Tly 


F 
Thy Kingdom come, 
T by Will be done, in Earth as it is 


in Heaven, © 
Give us this Day our daily Bread, 
And forgive us our Tr po s, for we 
ee them that treſpaſs againſt us, 
Lead us not into Temptation, but de- 
liver us from Evil, 

From all Evil 
From Plague, Peſtilence, and Famine, 
And from Sin and Satan, = 
For thine is the Kingdom, the Power 

and the Glory, for ever and ever. 


Amen. 


And bleſſed and for ever hallowed be 
thy Name, O God, for all thy Mercies, F 
our Creation, our Preſervation, our Re- 
demption, for the 'Means of Grace, and F 
Defoe * © — 
And whereas we are yet tied and 
bound with the Chain of our Sins, Lord, c 
let the Pitifulneſs of thy great Mercy F 
looſe and abſoloe. us, for the Sake and ft 
Honour of Fefus Chriſt, our only Media- 
tr and Advocate. 8 
And the Lord bleſs us and keep us, q 
and incline our Heart to keep his Laws, fi 
to perform all his Commandments, to lay || 7; 
hold of the Poſſibility of Salvation, and | , 
to perform the Terms and Conditions of | 5 
it, to work out our own Salvation mou 77 
© ear 
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ar and Trembling, by Repemance and 
And the Grace of ont Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
and the Love of God, and the Commu- 
nication and Fellowſhip of his Holy Spi- 
rit, | be. with us, and remain with us, now- 
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I ald traye Leave to add (as the beſt | 
Proof T'ean give of my Sincerity) a ſhort 


Prayer whibh I offer up to Almighty God; 


as often as I lie down to Reſt, vg. 


lay me down in Peace to take my 
Reft ; 'but it is thou, Lurd, only, that 
makeft me to dell in Safery. Tnto thy 
Hands, therefore, I commend my Spirit; 
and for that thou haft redeemed me, 0 
Lord, thou God of Truth. 

Lord, now letteft thou me, thy Ser- 
vant, depart in Peace, (if it bs thy good 
Pleaſure) for mine Eyes habs ſeen thy 
Salvation. T hou bringeſt Man to De- 


firufion, and me in particular; and a- 


gain thou ſayeſt, Come aguin ye Children 
of Men : I am now therefore willing to 
die, contented to live, ſubmitting myſelf 


freely and entirely to thine unrevealed 


Will and Pleaſure, in all T hings apber- 
taining to this Life ; believing that all 
Dings ſhall work together for good to 
them that love God. k T1 love thee, 2 my 
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Advertiſement. 


HE Reader is deſired to take 
; Notice, That Dr. WaTztxLanD's 
Five Letters to Mr. STAUNTON, are 
ſubjoined to his Tract intitled, Reaſon 
and Revelation ſtatod, c. 
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